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Journal 


[he attention of all members is especially drawn to 
the article on page 818 on the Building Work of Local 
Authorities. 


We have received the following comment on the 
Ribbon Development Bill from a correspondent: 

[he Ribbon Development Bill is frankly an emergency 
measure, and has been welcomed as such not only in the 
House of Lords but by enlightened public opinion in all 
The enthusiasm of the welcome is, however, 
somewhat damped by regret that emergency treatment 
should ever have been allowed to become necessary. It 
sa serious reflection on our national foresight and readi- 
ness for action that on hundreds of miles of road it is 
lready too late, and that on hundreds more, including 
many by-pass and arterial roads constructed or recon- 
structed at great national expense, frontage values have 
wen needlessly created which can only be abolished at 
sarge expense. 


yuarters. 


The grounds for condemning ribbon development are 
nany, and vary widely in different circumstances. Six 
nain heads of objection may usefully be distinguished: 
ist, its interference with the speed and safety of road 
raflic; second, the inefficiency which it involves in the 
ovision of public services; third, its frequent interfer- 
ence with agricultural efficiency; fourth, its destruction or 
lisfigurement of roadside and wider landscape beauties: 
filth, its disregard and denial of all the fundamentals of 
ivic and architectural beauty; and, sixth, its failure to 
group new development into effective social and econo- 
mic communities. It is important to realise that it is on 
he first only of these objections that the Bill has, in the 
main, been based. Ifit is successfully and quickly applied 
1 this most obvious and urgent purpose of protecting 
ad traffic from the interference of further ribbon de- 
‘lopment, its lack of attention to the other heads of 
jection may be justified for the time being on emer- 
yency grounds. 


[he immediate objective then is to check ribbon de- 
lopment in its worst and easiest form—the creation of 
‘rings of houses along the frontages of main highways. 
lt cannot be denied that hundreds of miles of such 
rontages have at present a building value far in excess 


of adjoining back-land, or indeed of back-land very much 
closer to the centres of towns. The effective prevention 
of ribbon development must clearly destroy or con- 
siderably reduce these values. It is only just that com- 
pensation should be paid, but it is important to attach 
proper limits to the values to be compensated. Firstly, 
the value is of limited extent; it only applies where the 
frontage land is suitable for, and in some demand for, 
building development. This limitation seems to be 
soundly provided for in the Bill. Secondly, with rare ex- 
ceptions, the value does not exceed the cost of making a 
new development road and equipping it with services, 
for the equivalent of the frontage concerned. Apart from 
this, it is not a question of Joss of value but of the transfer 
of values from frontage strips to wider areas of back-land; 
it would seem trom the provisions of Clause 8 of the Bill 
that it is intended to provide for off-setting improve- 
ments in back-land values against claims for frontage 
compensation, at any rate within the curtilage of any 
particular ownership. 


It appears that no time limit is to be set to claims fon 
compensation, and that these may drag on over many 
years. This involves the difficulty that, as time passes, 
the value of the land as if the Bill had not been passed must 
become an imaginary value, difficult, if not impossible, 
to assess. It seems possible that it would be better to fix 
a comparatively short time limit—to face and to pay, out 
of national funds, the cost of removing the whole frontage 
value of all through-roads at present undeveloped, 
retrieving some part of the cost later, as and when suit- 
able development takes place, by appropriate charges 
for consents to a limited number of side entries. 


The Bill is not the whole story; indeed, it is only too 
likely that it will not so much stop ribbon development 
as transfer it from the highways to the by-ways, or to 
new roads built for the purpose. The nation’s need for 
compact and orderly development of new towns and 
redevelopment of old towns remains unsatisfied. Vigorous 
administration of existing town planning and housing 
legislation, with the additional reinforcement of the 
present Bill, may do much; but it seems certain that 
other measures and much more comprehensive efforts 
will be required, 
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It would be difficult to find any single nineteenth- 
century building of its size so well wor th preserving as the 
house which Philip Webb built at Upton, near Bexley 
Heath in Kent for William Morris. The Red House is a 


focal point in the development of English | building 


nouse 


which must not be allowed to disappeat without a 
strenuous effort being made to assure its preservation. 
Fortunately the effort is being made by a committee 
under Sir Raymond Unwin’s leadership, representing 
people in every walk of life and of all ages and persua- 


sions. We commend their appeal to every member of the 
R.I.B.A. The appeal must and, we trust, will be successful 
Assuredly posterity will think unkindly of this generation 
if it lets so notable a building be the flood ot 


“development” and by default deprives the country of a 


engulfed by 


“monument,” which, to take an example from another 
period of architecture, is at least iS Important aS a 
turning point in architectural history as the cloister of 
Gloucester Cathedral. 

This is not merely the affair of historians and anti- 
quaries. It is the urgent business of everyone who has the 
real growth of English architecture at heart. On every 


count, almost, that could be stated for the preservation 


of a building, The Red House appeal deserves support. 


Philip Webb built it. That alone, even if it was not his 
first house, should be enough to commend it to many. 
William Morris was its owner: it was built for him, and 


id garden 
We preserve 
If this was a 


and Morris 


decoration a 


every detail of structure, plan, 
reflect; Morris’s impulsive evangelistic zeal 

the merest cottages in which our poets lived. 
| 


thatched cottage with roses round the door 
the sentimental darling of drawing-rooms the money 
would be forthcoming in a week. This is a house in 


which lived the man to whom every side of modern 
English art owes more almost than it dares to acknow- 
ledge, which he built and which above a 
lasting beauty. ‘The width of The Red House’s appeal can 
be shown by making a quotation from the latest history 
of Modern English domestic architecture, Mr. Raymond 
McGrath’s Twentieth-Century Houses: ‘Unchanged to this 
day, The Red House may still be seen among its apple 
trees at Upton, not far from Bexley Heath. Straight- 
] 


forward and well reasoned in its planning it is a turning 


ill is 


a thing of 


point in the history of the house. Gone are all the 
ornaments and unnecessary apparatus of design. It is 
a clean start again in building as the art of structure, a 


natural growth of the materials and needs of the plan and 


position.” And for those who ire Init fl 1en¢ ed by the 
opinion of a young modern architect there is still the 
opinion of Lethaby which can be found invone who 
takes the advice which Mr. Barman them on page 


832 of this JoURNAL and reads his life of Philip Webb. 


‘The appeal letter in The Tin \ yported by a dis- 
tinguished committee, including several of the most dis- 
tinguished members of our protess! Phe Prim 


rE 
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Minister, Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Bernard oe 
Crawford, Professor J. W. Mackail and rs. TI 
present owner is prepared to accept £900 than Fr 
full value of £4,000, but he cannot be expe «d to ws 
indefinitely. Since the appeal is urgent ommitt 
felt that it would be wise to assure posses first a1 
then to consider which of the many good us ) which: 
could be put is most desirable. It has been su: vested th; 
some purpose connected with industrial art ind hand}. 
craft for which there is local need would cov rend ity 
to many ot those interested. The first duty wever. 
to assure that the house is kept standing: hose wi 
subscribe will have ample opportunity o xpressing 
their opinions on its use afterwards. Subscr Iptons shou 
be sent to ‘Red House Fund,” c/o The National Tn 
who have agreed to hold and maintain it bought 
7 Buckingham Palace Gardens, S.W.1. 

On page 837 is a notice of the formation of a Britis 
section of the International Re-Union of Architects, 7 
Re-Union, which has among its members archit 


from most European countries, meets once a year my 


in order to give its members and their frie: 


ls opp 
tunities of getting to know one another and of seein: 
places and buildings in particularly favouralle circum. 
stances than to conduct a formal programme otf busine: 


There will be, however, a number of papers }y expel 
on various aspects of modern architecture. ‘Vhe Briti 
section, of which Mr. Howard Robertson is Chairm 
and Mr. E. Goldfinger hon. secretary, is to have t 
R.1.B.A. as its official address, so that all corresponde: 
should be addressed to the hon. secretary at 66 Poritla 
Place. The tour is open to all without membership 


the Re-Union. A leaflet will probably be printed givin. 


full particulars of the Re-Union and membership, : 
this and any other information can be obtained f 
the Hon. Secretary. 


On Founders’ Day at Manchester University, W 
nesday, 15 Mav, Sir Raymond Unwin received 
honorary degree of LL.D. trom the hands of Lord G 
ford and Balcarres, Chancellor of the University. 
introducing Sir Raymond, Professor J. L. Stocks s 
that he presented an architect who habitually though 
terms not of houses but of towns and cities and ! 
brought many others, not only in England mere!ly but 
over the world, to his way of thinking, one who ! 
revived and renewed the lost art of town planning 
from his key position as Chief Housing Architect to 
Ministry of Health had been able to influence pow 
fully the housing developments of the whole count 
Professor Stocks also referred in the graceful terms wi 
are the pleasing speciality of university Public Orat 
to Sir Raymond’s other attainments and public serv! 
and ended by saluting him as “the tried friend of a 1 
idea, who does not count the cost of service but takes 
iccount of facts and has proved his faith by works.” 
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HENRY YEVELE AND HIS ASSOCIATES 


By DouGLas Knoop, PRorressor OF Economics IN THE UNIVERSITY OF SHEFFIELD 


G. P. Jones, LEcruRER IN Economic Hisrory IN THE UNIVERSITY OF SHEFFIELD 


LCH of the surviving work of medieval 

crattsmen in the building industry cannot 

with certainty be assigned to particular arti- 
fcers, though contracts and building accounts, 
where they exist, prove that this anonymity is the 
result rather of accident than of any self-repressing 
iradition of craftsmanship!, and enable us to name 
he carvers of some pieces of sculpture and the de- 
jgners of some buildings. Even where that can be 
done, however, we often know very little of the his- 


tory of these men, or of the scope and character of 


their activity in their trade and out of it. Henry 
Yevele is an exception. The remoteness of his age 
ing considered, we can trace his career in fairly 
full detail. The information throws light on several 
points, and it may therefore be of use to collect 
what is known about his various activities and his 
associates, in order to illustrate some little known 
sides of the stone-building industry in his period, and 
)show that economic considerations and adminis- 
trative services have their place in any complete his- 
tory of mediaval art. 
rhe date of Yevele’s birth is unknown and the 
place uncertain. The fact that in 1390 he was ex- 
empted from jury service partly ‘“‘on account of his 
great age’’,® has apparently led some writers to 
assume that he was then seventy years of age, and 
consequently born about 1320. As this date agrees 
fairly well with his being a mason of standing in 1356 
and able to take a substantial contract in 1358, and 
also with his still being actively engaged in masonry 
and in administrative duties in the middle of the 
1390 s, it may be taken as approximately correct. His 
name, variously spelt as Yevele, Yuele, de Leveele, Yeveley, 
Ct. Briggs, The Architect in History, pp. 115 seq. 
An early account will be found in J. G. Nichols, ‘Henry de 
Yeveley, one of the Architects of Westminster Hall,” Trans. Londor 
1 Middlesex Arch. Soc., ii, reprinted in Gentleman’s Magazine, xix 
N.S. (1865), from which we quote. For later accounts, see A. F. 
Pollard in D.N.B.; W. Wonnacott, “Henry Yvele, the King’s Master 
Mason,” Ars Quatuor Coronatorum, xxi; W. R. Lethaby, Westminster 
lbbey and the King’s Craftsmen, pp. 212 seg., and Westminster Abbey Re- 
‘xamined, pp. 148 seg. For recent information on special points, see 
W. J. Williams, “A Masonic Pilgrimage through London,” A.Q.C., 





L.. Vibert, “Chaucer and Henry Yevele,” 4.Q.C., xliv, pp. 


\lli, pp. g2 seg., and **The King’s Master Masons,” A.Q.C., xliii, pp. 


lveleghe, Cyveley and Keveley, is usually identified with 
Yeovil in Somerset. The fact that the Ham Hill 
quarries, Norton, which have been worked since the 
time of the Roman Occupation? and were being 
actively worked in the fifteenth century,’ are in that 
neighbourhood, lends support to the suggestion that 
he came from Yeovil, for quarries undoubtedly served 
as important training centres for masons in the 
Middle Ages. Other places with which the name 
Yevele has been identified are Yeaveley in Derby- 
shire and Iffley near Oxford. His will,’ in which his 
parents, Roger and Marion, are named, and refer- 
ence is made to his brothers and sisters, gives no indi- 
cation, by way of legacy or otherwise, of the family’s 
origin. His known associations were almost entirely 
with London, apart from some property he pur- 
chased in Essex,*® and certain manors?® in Dorset and 
Kent, in which he had an interest as guardian, or as 
life tenant, granted to him by the Crown as a reward 
for his services. Thus it may be that, wherever his 
ancestors came from, he was born in London. 

We know but little of Yevele’s domestic circum- 
stances. He was married twice; his first wife, Mar- 
garct, still alive in April 1383, was probably the sister 
of Isabella, wife of William Palmere, citizen and 
horse dealer of London"; his second wife, Katherine, 
widow of John Hadde, called ‘‘Lightfoot,” married 
him at some date prior to August 1390, and survived 
his death in 1400." As he left most of his property to 
his second wife during widowhood, subject to the 
maintenance of two chantries in the Church of 
St. Magnus at London Bridge, and then to that church 
upon certain trusts, failing which it was to be used 


239 seq.; Knoop, Jones and Lewis, ‘Some Building Activities of John, 
Lord Cobham,” A.Q.C., xlv., pp. 48 seq. 
> Cal. Pat. Rolls 1388-92, p- 294. 
* J. Watson, British and Foreign Building Stones, pp. 160, 167. 
V.C.H., Somerset, ii. 393. 
> See Knoop and Jones, The Medieval Mason, pp. 74-78. 
7 A long abstract of the will, dated 25 May, I Henry IV [1400], is 
given in Nichols, pp. 42 seq. 
> See his will. 
* See below. 
See indenture of 20 April 1383 (B.M. Harl. Chart. 58 D 30) and 
extracts from his will, both quoted in Nichols, pp. 40, 41, 44. 
See Cal. Letter Book H, p. 354, and his will. 








°o 
002 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITU 
for the maintenance of London Bridge, the presump- 
tion is that he had no surviving children. His rever- 
sionary bequest was not his only association with the 
Church of St. Magnus: in 1396 he was a member of 
the Salve Regina fraternity connected with the 
church” and during his lifetime he erected a tomb 
for himself in the St. Mary Chapel there.’? His pro- 
perty, as set out in his will,™ appears to have been 
substantial: several tenements, and a 
brewery called la Glene in the parish of St. Magnus, 
tenements in Basynglane and Cordwaner Street in 
the parish of St. Martin Otyswiche” and lands at 
Wenyngton and Alvythele in Essex. 

The earliest record of Henry Yevele that we have 


found belongs to 1356, in which 


two quays 


vear he was one of 


the six mason hewers to be chosen by the g 
the trade in London to inform the Mayor and Alder- 
men concerning the Acts and Articles touching the 
trade.* The presumption, therefore, is that, whether 
he had learned his trade in London or not’ he had 
practised it there for several years prior to 1356, and 
was of some standing at that date. On the other hand 
it must not be overlooked that the number of masons 
then permanently established in London, where most 
buildings were constructed of wood and clay, and 
where the Black Death had recently destroyed a sub- 
stantial proportion of the adult male population, was 
probably quite small, so that to be the last hewer 
named in a list which is not in alphabetical order, 
may not have signified a great deal. Much more defi- 
nite evidence of his standing is afforded by the fact 
that in March 1358 he undertook to build certain 
walls, chimneys and staircases for the Black Prince at 
Kennington, for which he was paid £221 4s. 7d. by 
instalments, all apparently discharged 
September 1359.8 On 25 October 1359 an order was 
issued to the Prince’s receiver-general to pay £60 to 
“Henry de Yevele, the prince’s mason.” We are in- 
clined to think, however, that his rise to importance 
as contractor and as Prince’s mason was recent; he 





before 15 


** Thomas, Plea and Memo Rolls 1381-1412, p. 239 








'S See his will. In February 1400, towards close of his life, 
he and Katherine, his wife, were giver licence to hear divine 
service in their private chapel at Southwark if ham’s Regist 
Hants. Record Soc.) II, 497. 

'¥ See Nichols, also Sharpe, Cal. of , ll, p. 346 

'? He was confirmed in the ownership of some property in this 
parish in 1384 (Cal. Pat. Rolls 1381-85, p. 382 

16 London Regulations for the Trade of Masons, 1356, Letter-Bo 
G., fol. 41, printed (in translation) in Riley, Men London, pp 
280 seq. and reprinted in The Med Vf pp. 249 

17 We doubt whether he had served an apprentice or we have 
been unable to discover any case of a mason’s app! prior to the 
1380's (The Medieval Mason, pp. 161, 166). Furth we are disposed 
to think that a mason’s craft gild was not estab] ondon until 
some date between 1356 and 1376 (ibid. p. there is 
some trace of organisation amongst journeymen masons as early as 


od folk of 


TE 
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fay 193: 


does not appear to have been concerne: with th, 


masons’ contracts at Kennington in 1346 1347 
in 1351. The contractor in the former «cars w, 
Nicholas de Ailyngton, described as “tho prince’, 


mason of his works at the manor of Kenyney on’™- ;, 
the latter year the contractors were Joh: de Ley. 


cestre, “mason” in July” and John de Tiryieton ang 


John Pouke ‘“‘of London, masons,” in Aucust.2 J; 
1351 no one is described as “the prince’s mason,” by 
Tiryngton and Pouke were given a comninission to 
take masons in connection with their contrac 
liryngton was certainly alive as late as 1°56, as hy 


was one of the mason hewers named with Yevele jn 
the London Regulations for the Trade of Masons of 
that year; Pouke probably died about 1357 or 1358, 
whilst engaged on work for the Prince, as his execu. 
tors were granted a release and quit-claim by th 
Prince in September 1359.3 It is not improbable 
that Yevele succeeded Tiryngton and Pouke. 
Before Yevele took such a substantial contract as is 
implied by a payment of £221, equivalent approxi- 
mately to the wages of 30 masons for 48 wecks, he had 
probably taken small contracts and may ver 
possibly have had a shop or yard of his own, in which 
he carried on business as a stonemason and perhaps 
as a tomb-maker, or he may have worked as a 
stone-cutter for a more experienced mason. About 
these early activities, however, we have no positive 
information; on the other hand, we know that at 
various later dates he was engaged on contracts. 
In 1371, Sir Walter de Manny and the Prior are said 
to have made an agreement with him for building 
the first cell and for beginning the Great Cloister oi 
the London Charterhouse.* In 1395, he and 
another mason, Stephen Lote, were paid £20 as an 
instalment in respect of work done at the erection 
of Archbishop Langham’s tomb at Westminster 
Abbey,” and about the same time he and Lote 


entered into an agreement to build a tomb at the 


Abbey for the Queen of Richard II, Anne of 





1306 (ibid. p. 151 It may well be, therefore, that he had learned 
his trade outside London and had migrated there as a qualified 
hewer. 
> Black Prince’s Registers iv, pp. 247, 248, 313. 
’ Ibid. iv, p. 327. 
Ibid. i, pp. 27; 
Ibid. iv, p. 19. 
Ibid. iv, p- 24- 
*8 Thid. iv, p. 310. 
“4 See Gerald S. Davies, Charterhouse in London, pp. 9-10, 15-1! 
According to a late fifteenth- or early sixteenth-century manusct 
probably compiled by a Charterhouse monk, and now preserve 
in the P.R.O., the contract was made with Henry Revell, but it 
probable that the compiler misread the contract, or some oth 


104. 


; : Cee 
fourteenth-century document, on which his statement is based, an¢ 


that the name should be read as Yevell or Zevell. 
28 Hist. MSS. Com., iv, p. 179. 
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Bohemia, who had recently died. They were to be 
paid £250 (or their work, which was to be completed 
pefore Michaelmas 1397, together with an extra £20 
fit gave satisfaction.”® A surviving Account shows 
that they were paid for this work by instalments.?? 
[tis also likely that Yevele was in some way interested 
in two marble tombs for the Earl of Arundel and 
Eleanor his late wife, which were aboard a ship 
arrested 
the sureties for the release of the ship and the 
tombs. The presumption is that the tombs had 
heen made in the Isle of Purbeck, of which Poole was 
the port; Yevele’s interest in them may possibly have 
been as quarry-owner,” or perhaps as designer,*° 
unless it Were as Contractor; it is improbable that he 
was the actual maker. The available evidence with 
regard to medieval tombs seems to point to Purbeck 
marble being wrought in the Isle of Purbeck and to 
alabaster being carved in the Derbyshire or Notting- 
hamshire areas where it was quarried.* Thus a 
marble effigy was carved at Purbeck in 1227 and 
carried to Tarrant Monkton to be placed on the 


tomb of the Queen of Scotland,® and John Bourde of 


Corfe Castle agreed in May 1457 to supply the stone 


and workmanship of a tomb for Richard, Earl of 


Warwick, and to deliver and set up the tomb.* It is, 
therefore, unlikely that Yevele built up a large tomb 
and monument-making business in London in the 
second half of the fourteenth century, as Nicholas 


Stone and Edward Marshall did in the first half of 


the seventeenth century.*! 

If tomb-making did not offer much scope to a 
London mason in the fourteenth century, the same 
was probably true in regard to taking masonry 
contracts for whole buildings, though the method of 
having parts of larger undertakings done by task or 
in gross was not uncommon at this period. Apart 
irom the contracts at Kennington, to which reference 
has already been made, mention may be made here 
of the contracts, discussed below, in which Yevele 
was indirectly concerned, namely, those of Nicholas 
[yperton, mason, at St. Dunstan’s Church, Tower 
Street, London, in 1381; of William Sharnhale, 

* Rymer’s Foedera, iii, iv, 105. 

Exch. K.R. 473/10. 

* Cal. Close R. 1374-77, p. 59- 

’ For his connection with Langton Manor in the Isle of Purbeck, 
€ De low. 

For his we rk as designer, see below. 

" Cf. Coulton, Art and the Reformation. p. 204, and Crossley, 
English Church Monuments, p. 30. 

* Hutchins, History and Ap liquitre sof the Cow ly of Dorset, i, p. 466. 

* Ibid. p. 464. 

"See Knoop and Jones, The London Mason in the Seventeenth 

ntury, pp. 22, § 


34- 
See The Medieval Mason, Chapters ii and iii. 
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in Poole harbour in 1374, as he was one of 
Pa 
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mason, and Thomas Crump, mason, at Cowling 
Castle about 1382; of John Westcote of London, 
William Jancook of Maydston and Thomas Crompe 
of Otteham, masons, at the Tower of London in 

389; and of Richard Washbourn and John Swalwe, 
masons, at Westminster Hall in 1395. Nevertheless, 
the usual method of erecting large stone buildings in 
the Middle Ages was by what may be called the 
“direct labour’? system, the employer—commonly 
the Crown or the Church—appointing certain 
officials, such as a Master Mason and a Clerk of the 
Works, to organise and administer the building 
operations, to arrange for supplies of materials and 
to engage the necessary craftsmen and labourers.* 
The post of Master Mason, especially where com- 
bined with that of Master of the Works, was a very 
responsible one. Such was that held by Walter of 
Hereford at Vale Royal Abbey from 1278 to 1280 
‘or later) and at Caernarvon Castle from 1288 (or 
earlier) to 1315, at both of which royal under- 
takings he received a remuneration of 2s. per diem 
for 365 days per annum.** A smaller post, like that of 
Master Mason at York Minster, carried a salary of 
£10 per annum when William Hoton was appointed 
in 1351°7 and when Robert Patryngton succeeded 
in 1370.55 Though paid in a different way, as a 
weekly wage of 3s. 4d., plus an annual fee of 26s. 8d., 
the remuneration appears to have amounted to £10 
per annum during most of the fifteenth century.” 

So far as we can tell, these were more or less full- 
time posts, though occasionally their holders may 
have found an opportunity to earn something 
extra. Thus Henry Ellerton, immediate successor 
of Walter of Hereford at Caernarvon, in addition to 
his stipend of 2s. per diem as Master of the Works 
at the Castle, was paid in 1316 for building work 
in connection with the town quay.” Richard Beke, 
whilst holding the post of Master Mason at Canter- 
bury Cathedral in 1438, a post somewhat better 
paid than the corresponding one at York, was called 
upon to advise about the condition and preservation 
of London Bridge," for which advice he presumably 

© See our papers “The First Three Years of the Building of Vale 
Royal Abbey, 1278-1280", 4.0.C., xliv, pp. 6, 7, and “Castle 
Building at Beaumaris and Caernarvon in the Early Fourteenth 
Century”, A.Q.C., xlv, pp. 8, 9. 

* Fabric Rolls of York Minster (Surtees Soc.), p. 166. 

* Ibid. p. 180. 

* Knoop and Jones, “Some Notes on Three Early Documents 
Relating to Masons *’, A.Q.C., xliv, pp. 229, 230. 

” “Castle Building at Beaumaris and Caernarvon in the Early 
Fourteenth Century’, 4.Q.C.,xlv, p. 8. 

" Hist. MSS. Com., gth Report, p. 114. What might otherwise seem 
a somewhat strange consultation, is explained by the fact that Beke 
was Chief Bridge Mason at London Bridge for eighteeen years before 
going to Canterbury in 1435. (See our paper, “London Bridge and 
its Builders’, 4.Q.C., xlvii. 
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received a fee. There was, however, another type 
of official, less highly remunerated, but also fre- 
quently described as Master Mason, whose duties 


must have been somewhat of a consultative or 
advisory character, as these posts 
held in conjunction with other official post 


Of this type of official pe 


were commonly 
ind with 
private practice. Yevele 
held more than one. 

Whether the previously quoted order of 25 Octo- 


‘Henry cle Ye vele. the 


ber 1359 to pay £60 to 

prince’s mason,” implies that Yevele held a stafl 

appointment corresponding to that to which William 

de Helpeston was admitted in 136 "master 

mason and survevor of all the prince’s masonry 
ind in 


works in the Counties of Chester and Flint 
North Wales’? h it 

sixpence a day 
probably held at Kennington in 
do not know, but we think it quite po 


[ 





wage ol 


carried ith 
is Nichola 
340 and 1347 
ble. In any 


which 


\ilyneton 
— 44 


% and such 


we 


case, by June 1360, he had entered the service of the 
king, being appointed “disposer of the king’s works 
pertaining to the art of masonry in the Palace of 
Westminster and the Tower of London,” for which 


} \ r 


cd 
( a 


he was to receive 12d. pel ubsequent 


dates he is variously describs leviser of 


"46 of the works’ ** 


8 but we 


masonry, “® “director 
Master Mason” 


really always the same post, 


**King’s 
ire of opinion that it was 
although the financial 
terms of the appointment were at least 
two occasions. The appointment in 1260 was “‘dur- 
ing pleasure’; in 1369 Yevele was appr 
life and granted a winter robe vearly “‘or such 
the [Great] Wardrobe for the robe a 
esquires takes for one.” The aj 
confirmed by Richard If in 1378,°° but the method 
of remuneration was altered in 1289, when the King 


granted him the manors of Tremworth and Vannes 


inted for 
um in 
one of the 


ypomntment Was 





2 FE R. ' 

Ibid. p. 311 

* Ibid. i, pp. 27, 10 

- Cot. Pat. feel “61, p. 4 

@ Pah R.A 17 ( \ 1.0) 
XX1, P. 245. 

Westminster Acct. R ) { I B I 
WW ninster P. p. 1go 

® Exch. K. R. 502/10m pi i 

* Cal. Pat. R. 1367-7 . 3 I 
esquires of the household” was grat 1 I I Mapiltor 


appointed to the same ¢ 
Cal. Pat. R. 1377-81, p. 146. 





' Cal. Pat. R. 1388-92, 122-123 

> Exch. A. R. 502/10 m. 2, printed iQ: { l} 
following year Yevele 1 ‘ceived 79d ivs p OF ¢ ipavment 
on account of the manors of Tremworth and Var Exch. Kk. R 
502,10 m. 8, printed in 4.Q..C., xliv, p. 240), Or October 1390 
mandate was issued to the Exchequer to allow Cl rin his account 
the arrears due to Henry de Yevele on his grant o | irom 
7 March 1378 (Exch. A. R. Memo. Roll Hilary 14 R. IL roll 2 


rt 
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in Kent, of the annual value of £17. Hen« orth }, 
was to receive during life 25s. per annum, /.¢., thy, 
excess of the old salary of 1s. per day for 
over £17, the value of the new manors, tog 
a winter robe.*! Very possibly it was in ¢ 
with this change that Geoffrey Chaucer, C| 
Works, was instructed on 27 September 1 
Yevele so much of his salary as was in 


5 days 
er wit} 
nection 
K Ol the 
yx} LO pay 

rears,’ 
Yevele was by no means an exception in fincing his 


salary in arrears. Masons in the royal serv: -e, both 


master masons and journeymen, had frequently 

wait for their pay. The wages of the workmen a 
Windsor Castle are said to have been two vears j; 
arrears in 1259-60.°% Henry Ellerton’s ary a 
Master of the Works at Caernarvon Castle was jj 


arrears in 1318, 1319, and 1325. Similar delays in 
making payments to masons occurred a late as 
the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries.» 
\s King’s Master Mason, it would be Yevele’ 
duty to supervise the masonry work at Westminster 
Palace and at the Tower of London, to which hi 
appointment more particularly related. ‘Vhus 
Westminster Palace Account of 1365-66, under th 
‘Payment of Wages— Masons,” shows that 
Is. per day for 364 days was paid to ‘Henry de 
Yevele, director [? apparator=overseer| of th 
works.’ The Account of Geoffrey Chaucer, Clerk 
of the Works at Westminster Palace and th« 
from July 1389 to June 1391, shows that the sum ot 
£6 2s. 54d. was paid to Master Henry de Yevele. 
capitalis Regis.” In addition, 
roval works were carried out “by his advice,” e.g. 
at Canterbury in 13868 and 1390, and at Winches- 
ter in and 1397.°' He also appears to hay 
the Tower of London by 


heading 


| wer, 


cementaritus certain 


I rey )50 


“viewed”? work done at 
contract in 1389. 

Another duty which not infrequently fell to his 

1 Life Record f Uh 


1 i d qucer, iv, p. 289) and on 7 Dx 
390 Yevele was paid £6 17s. 1d. 


P.R.O. Issue Roll, Mich 


m. 2, printed zhid., p. 290.) In 1391 Yevele acknowledged recely 
from Geoffrey Chaucer of 18s. 54d. in full settlement of arrears 

alary and in part payment of his grant of 25s. per annum. (Evx¢ 
hk’. R. 502/10 m. 12, printed in 4.Q..C., xliv, p. 240. 


lighe and Davis, Annals of Windsor, i, p. 79. 


ed ( e R. 1313-18, pp. 530, 531; 1318-23, p. 160; 1323-27. | 


See Knoop and London Mason in the § 
Century, Pp» 54. 

Extract of Account Roll printed in Brayley and Britton 

\ccount printed in Life Records of Chaucer, iv, pp. 301 

( Close R. 1385-89, pp. 121, 207. In the oversight an 

hese works, he was associated with John de Cobham. 

( « ets, See also Cal. Close R Gory 
PP- 45, 49, 240. 

Cal. Pat. R. 1388-92, p. 237. 

Cal. Pat. R. 

I hh. R 


Jones, The 


1368-92. p. 201. 


1396-99, p. 116. 
ts, 502 10, calendared in Life Record 
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lot was ake masons required for the King’s works. 
Such ccrimissions of impressment were issued to 
him. { imple, in 1360% (? for the Palace and the 
Towel n 1370 for Orewell),@ in) 1371" (for 
overseas. in 1372 (for London and Sandwich, 


w service in France),® in 1377 (for the 


probab . 


Palace the Tower),® in 1378 (for Southamp- 
ion). and in 1381 (for Brittany). The practice of 
pressil nasons, as well as other craftsmen and 
labourers, Was very common at this period, com- 
missions for the purpose being issued not only by 
the King, but by the Black Prince. In some 
cases. orders were issued to sheriffs to take masons 
and to send them to certain royal works by specified 
dates: ¢ in April 1360, orders were sent to the 


Sheriffs of London to take 40 freestone masons in the 
city and 
Wykeham at Windsor Castle.” In other cases the 
Master Mason, or the Clerk of the Works, at some 
building operation was authorised to 
in January 


particular 
impress such labour as was required; ¢.g., 
1259 60 a Commission was issued to 
Gloucester, King’s Master Mason, to take masons 
for the works at Windsor Castle. In the seven- 
ieenth century the London Masons’ Company in- 
curred expenses In connection with pressing masons 
for the King’s works,” but we know of no earlier 
instances of the responsibility for taking masons 
being thrust upon a trade association.” 

Yevele’s royal appointment, however described 
and remunerated, appears to have carried with it 


membership of the King’s Household. An account of 


the expenses of the King’s Household from 21 April 
1345 to 24 November 1348," shows that in addition 


to numerous Clerks, various officers and ministers of 


the house, a score of minstrels, ninety sergeants at 
arms and 206 esquires, there were no fewer than 346 
artificers and workmen belonging to the household, 
including 24 masons and 138 carpenters. Under 
( Pat. R. 1358-61, p. 452. 
* Cal. Pat. R. 1367-70, p. 378. 
I’. Devon, Issue Roll of Thomas Brantingham (1835), p. 3. 
We have to thank our colleague, 


Rot. Franc. 46 E. IM. m. 27 
\. B. Lewis, for drawing our attention to this case. 
” Cal. Pat, R. 1377-81, p. 7. 
Cal. Pat. R. 1377-81, p. 199. 
> Ibid p. bob. 
’ £.g., commission, mentioned above, issued in 1351 to John 
lirvngton and John Pouke. For commission to be issued by 
e Prince to the Abbot and Convent of Vale Royal to take masons, 
ete. IN 1359 In connec tion with the erection of twelve chapels, see 
uding contract printed in A.Q.C., xliv, p. 225. 


Cal. Close R. 1360-64. p. 21. 


~ Cal. Pat. R. 1358-61, p. 313. 
See extracts from the Company's accounts printed in Conder, 


Hole Craft and Fellowship of Masons, pp. 153. 161. 


For the whole subject of the impressment of masons, see The 


suburbs and to send them to William of 


Robert of 
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what heading William de Ramsey, the King’s Master 
Mason of that period,” is enumerated, we do not 
know, but very possibly amongst the esquires. In any 
case, in a Writ of Privy Seal of 1 September 1369, 
directing the issue of divers lengths of black cloth to 
the members of the King’s Household for their 
mourning at the funeral of Queen Philippa, Henry 
Yevele and William Wynford’ were grouped with 
the “‘esquires of minor degree,’ whilst the artificers 
appear to have been classed as valletz de mistere.” 

As we do not know for certain whether Yevele held 
a salaried post as “*prince’s mason” in 1359, we obvi- 
ously cannot assert that he held such a post jointly 
with that of “disposer of the King’s Works” after 
1360, though it is quite possible that he did. There 
can, however, be no question that in addition to his 
Crown appointment, he was also Master Mason at 
Westminster Abbey, where he succeeded John Pal- 
terton at some date between 1373-4 and 1387. In 
1388 his annual fee for this post was 100s., together 
with 15s. for his dress and furs.” He appears to have 
held the post until his death in 1400.8 Yevele was 
by no means the only pluralist amongst medieval 
masons. Thus, for example, William de Helpeston 
and his predecessor, John de Tichemerssh, in addi- 
tion to being the Prince’s master masons in the coun- 
ties of Chester and Flint and in North Wales, at a 
wage of sixpence per day, were also supervisors of the 
murage of the City of Chester at a wage of fourpence 
per day.“! Thomas Jurdan and Thomas Danyell, 
who were King’s Master Masons in the second half 
of the fifteenth century, both combined the office 
with that of Chief Bridge Mason at London Bridge.™ 

Yevele’s activities, however, were by no means 
restricted to these two official posts and his contract- 
ing business. Whilst director of the works at West- 
minster Palace, on one occasion at least in 1365-66 
he supplied materials for the works there, viz., 7,000 
Flanders tiles at 6s. 8d. per 1,000 for the pavement of 
the courts and 6 mouncell of plaster of Paris at 125. per 


Medieval Mason, pp. 90-94 and 244-5 (where translations of two 
orders to take masons in 1359 60 and 1361 are printed). For the 
Sheriff of York’s expenses taking masons, 1363, see A.Q.C., xliv, 
pp. 226-8. 

' B. M. Harl. MS. 782. pp. 62-71, quoted in Brayley and Britton, 
p. 221 


Williams, “*King’s Master Masons”, A.Q.C., xliil, p. 86, 
See below. 
Exch. kh. R. Wardrobe and Household Accts. 395/2, printed in Life 
Records of Chaucer, iv. p. 174. 
R. B. Rackham, .Vave of Westminster, pp. 10, 61. 
Fabric Roll printed in extract in Scott, Gleanings from West- 
minster Abbey, 2nd Edition, p. 258. 
*” Rackham, p. 61, indicates that he was succeeded by William 
Colchester in that vear. 
*t Black Prince's Register, iii, pp. 311, 424, 


* See our paper “London Bridge and its Builders,’ 


25, 426, 428. 
* 4.0 C., xivite 
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mouncell.88 He also sold 13 tons of Stapleton freestone 


at 8s. per ton to the Master of the Works at Rochester 
Castle in 1368.4 There are several Stapletons, but 
the one in question is probably that near Pontefract 
in Yorkshire where the Chapter of York Minster had 
a quarry in the fifteenth century.© In this particular 
case, Yevele was doubtless acting as a stone merchant 


was granted the Wardship of the manor of Langton 
in the Isle of Purbeck as from Michaelmas 1375 until 
the lawful age of Joan, daughter of the late John le 
Walsh,® and it is therefore possible that at one period 
he worked a quarry of 


and not as a quarry owner. In 1376, however, he 


Purbeck marble, but we have 
not been able to trace any transactions which lend 
unless it be the tombs 
arrested in Poole Harbour in 1374, referred to above, 
which occurred apparently before he became grantee 
of Langton Manor. Whilst Yevele was hiksate ter ML ison 
at Westminster Abbey and still grantee of Langton 
Manor in 1393,* various pillars of Purbeck marble 
were purchased for Westminster Abbey, but they 
were purchased from “the mason of Corfe,” “‘John 
Mahu [ Mayew] marberer,’’® and not from Yevele. 
On the other hand, Yevele bought millstones at this 
period from Gybon Maghfeld, a London merchant,®*® 
though for what purpose we are unable to say. 
There still remains one important professional 
activity of Yevele to which reference must be made 
namely his work as architect and surveyor. Our 
knowledge of the subject is unfortunately not great, 
as the information available is limited to his work fo1 
John, Lord Cobham, on the one hand, 
work at Westminster Hall, on the other. So far as his 
association with Cobham is concerned, there can be 
no question that he was responsible for the design of 
that part of the Church of St. Dunstan, in Tower 
Street, London, which Nicholas Typerton, mason, in 


) 


December 1381, undertook to erect for John, Lord 


colour to such a supposition, 


and certain 


ee Extracts from Account Roll, printed in Bi id Britton, 
p. 189. 
8# See Extracts from the Fabric Roll printe: {rch. ¢ fii 
p. 112 
> Fabric Rolls of York Minster, p 
© Cal. Fine Rolls 1369-77, p. 341. ‘I iryit which he 
held the wardship can be trace j foe R , 


pp. 423-4. and Cal. Close 377-81, p 
Cal. Pat. R. 1397-90, pp 9-23 


Ra kham, pp. 9, 10. It was doubtl ssame John Mavhew 
together with John Russe, both described as K rkers of marble 
columns in the Church of St. Peter, Westmir vhow ppointed 
to take masons, etc., in Dorset in 13299 (( Pp. | { 

** His daybook for 1390-93, preserved in P.R.O. (/ K.R.A 
309, No. 19), is quoted by L. F. Salzr n, £Ng l the Mid 
lees, p. 170 n., from which it also appea M l lent n 
to Geoftrey ( haucet 

*” See building contract, B. Af. H ( E 43. printed i 


AGC. Ri, Pp. 111 
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Cobham"; also that the payments to Thoma: Crump, 
mason, of Maidstone, in respect of the erect f the 
Great Gateway at Cowling, Kent, in 1381 nd t 
William Sharnhale [mason], in respect of m: h mor 
substantial work done at Cowling in 1382," were to 
be made according to the measurements nice and 
certified by Henry Yevele. He probably a in the 
same capacity in respect of work done for tie samy 


employer by Thomas Wrek, mason, which was paid 
for in September 1381.%% There can hardly be any 
question that Yevele was Cobham’s architectural 
adviser, but whether he was responsible for planning 
or designing samen castle at Cowling there is no 
evidence to show.®! The work at Westminster Hall. 
which was to be done according to ‘“‘a form and 
mould made by advice of Master Henry Zeveley,” 
was that whichRichard Washburn and John Swalwe, 
masons, undertook to erect in 1395.” The “form and 
mould” were to be delivered to the masons by Wat- 
kin Waldon [Walton], Yevele’s warden, that 
there can be no question that he was supplying the 
plan or design, and not merely giving advice. 

In addition to his varied work as a mason, Yevele 
was actively engaged in administration. In some 
cases his selection may have been due to his being a 
mason, but in others his occupation was probably not 
the reason. He was a member of the Common 
Council of the City of London in 1384, when he 
represented the Bridge Ward,® and in 1392”, but it 
is likely that he was a member at an earlier date, as 
he occupied the post of Warden of London Bridge on 
at least three occasions prior to 1384, viz., in 1368," 
in 1376-7,” and in 1382. It is not known exactly 
how the Wardens were chosen before 1404, when an 
Ordinance provided that the Mayor, Aldermen and 
Common Council were annually to elect two good 
and discreet citizens,’ who each received £,10 for 
their services as Bridge Wardens. As the post was 
both responsible and not unremunerative, it is not 


See pe gages dated 26 September 1381, B. M. Harl. Chart. 48 
14. printed in A.Q.C., xlv, p. 52. 
2 See indenture dated 23 July = 2, gegen {rch. Ca .p. a 
See receipt printed in Arch. Cant. 11, p. 97. This ae as Weel 
is probably the same as the cece Wrek who was electe 
present the masons’ mistery on the nga Council of the Cit 


f London in 1376 Cal. Letter-Book H., 43). 
' See Knoop, Jones and Lewis, * ious Building Activitic 

Lord C ’bham”, A:0 .C., xlv, p. 48. 

Rymer’s Foedera, iil, iv, 105. 

( Letter-Book H, pp. 237-8. 

Thid. p. on 

( Pat. R. 1367-70, p. 94. 

\. H. Thomas, Cal. Plea and Memo. Rolls, 1364-81, p. 236 

Cal. Letter-Book H, p. 213. 

Cal. Letter-Book I, pp. 33, 34- 


Knoop and Jones, “London Bridge and its Builders’ 1.0. 
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impr e that it would be held by a member of the 
Comn Council, who would have the best chance 
of beit own to the electors. The post did not call 
for an’ wledge of the mason’s craft, the duties of 
the W ns being mainly to keep the buildings, 


lands rents belonging to the Bridge and to use its 
reven r the maintenance of the fabric.!°? The 
oflicia ponsible for the actual structural work was 
the ¢ Bridge Mason. In addition to 1368, 
1976-7 and 1382, Yevele was certainly Bridge War- 

394; he is said to have been Warden in 
n 20 of the years between 1368 and 1399,! 
but we have only been able to confirm four of these 
vears. He also acted as feoffee for the Bridge, re- 
ceiving and making grants and leases.“ Apart from 
duties connected with the Bridge, Yevele discharged 
other municipal functions: in 1380, when there was 
a proposal that the City should build a tower on 
either side of the Thames for the protection of ship- 
ping, Yevele was one of the four men chosen to re- 
ceive the money and supervise the spending of it. 
In 1392 he served on a City deputation to the King 
and his Council at Nottingham.” Other admin- 
istrative work with which Yevele was associated 
include the building commission for Rochester 
Bridge in 1383," and the inquiry regarding the re- 
ceipts of the Rochester-Strood ferry in 1386.!" He 
was also a member of a Commission on Walls and 
Ditches between Reynham and Alvytheley in Essex 
im 13901. 


den in 


more Ula 


In bringing this short review of Yevele’s activities 
to an end, further reference may be made to some of 
the masons with whom we know that he was asso- 
ciated during his long career. In the first place, there 
were Thomas Crump and William Sharnhale, whose 
work at Cowling Castle was measured by Yevele. 
Thomas Crump [Crompe], a mason of Maidstone,!"* 
appears to have belonged to a quarrying and stone- 
working family ofthat name. In 1368 Ralph Crompe 


5 Cal. Letter-Book D, p. 194. 
4 See our paper, *“Tondon Bridge and its Builders’’, 
Vii. 
Cal. Letter-Book H, p. 411. 
“ See Charles Welch, History of the Tower Bridge and of othe: 
Bridges over the Thames, p- 252, who, however, gives no authority for 
S Statement. 
_' Information kindly supplied by Mr. A. H. 
Neeper of the Records at the Guildhall. 
” Letter-Book H, fol. cxxv, printed in Riley, Memorials of London, 
P- 4 


A.Q.C., 


Thomas, Deputy 


14-5. 
Cal, Letter-Book H, pp. 377-8. 
( Pat. R. 1381-85, p. 221. 

— Cal. Pat. R. 1385-89, p. 79. 

” Cal. Pat. R. 1388-92, p. 522. 
See Knoop, Jones and Lewis, “Some Building Activities of 
Lor 


John, Lord Cobham”, A.Q.C., xlv, pp. 48 


eg 
- 
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and his partners provided “‘newel,”’ “‘crest,” “‘spaces”’ 
and other dressed stone for the repair of Rocheste1 
Castle.“ In 1372 a Ralph Crumpe and a Thomas 
Crumpe worked at Queenborough Castle, the 
former as a stone-cutter (cesor lapidum) at taskwork, 
for which he received £5 2s. od., the latter as a mason 
cementarius), for which he received 5d. per day." 
In 1374 stone was bought of **Ralf Crompe of Maid- 
enstone’’ for the work which was being carried on at 
Queenborough Castle." In 1381 Thomas Crumpe, 
mason, of Maidstone, contracted to build the Great 
Gateway at Cowling Castle and also to supply 
‘“newel,”’ “‘crest,” “‘spaces’” and other dressed 
stone.!? In 1389 a Thomas Crompe of Ottecham, on 
the outskirts of Maidstone, together with William 
Jancook, mason, of Maidstone, and John Westcot, 
mason, of London, undertook work at the Tower of 
London, which was to be viewed by Henry Yevele."® 
We have little doubt that these various Thomas 
Crumpes [Crompes] were one and the same mason, 
and that he was related to Ralph Crompe, and like- 
wise to Roger Crumpe, who also supplied stone to 
Queenborough Castle at this period.“* ‘Thomas 
Crump is an example of a mason-quarrymaster in 
the fourteenth century, such as William Orchard of 
Headington, Oxford, was in the fifteenth,” and such 
as Thomas Strong and Christopher Kempster, two 
of the great mason-contractors at St. Paul’s, were in 
the seventeenth century.”! William Sharnhale was 
probably a Kent mason; in 1368 he was engaged on 
the repair of Rochester Castle as a setter at sixpence 
a day. During the same year he was also paid 
£5 6s. 8d. for setting a vault there by taskwork.™ 
Some fourteen yearslater at Cowling Castle he appears 
to have been the principal masonry contractor, as the 
large sum of £456 was due to him in 1382 for work 
certified by Henry Yevele.™ 
In the second place, there was Stephen Lote, 
Yevele’s partner for the construction of two tombs at 


14 “Fabric Roll of Rochester Castle’’, Arch. Cant. II, pp. 111 seq. 
Exch. RK. R. 483/28. 

6 Exch. K. R. 483/29. James Anderson (Book of Constitutions, ed. 
1738, p. 70) says that Yevele built Queenborough Castle, but we have 
failed to trace any reference to him in the various Queenborough 
Castle Accounts we have examined. 

* Knoop, Jones and Lewis, loc. cit. 

> Exch. kK. R. 502/10, quoted in Life Records of Chaucer. INV’, p. 311 
John Westcot was doubtless the same as the mason of that name 
who was sworn one of the masters of the mistery in London in August 
1386 (Cal. Letter-Book H, p. 273). 

’ Exch. Rk. R. 483/27 and 28. 
The Medieval Mason, pp. 76, 104. 

21 See Knoop and Jones, The London Mason in the Seventeentl 
Century, pp- 43, 45- 
122 Arch. Cant. i 


Arch. Cant. ii, p. 98 
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Westminster Abbey in the 1390’s. He was obviously 
a mason of some standing: he executed work fo1 
Anne of Bohemia, Queen of Richard I1™*; in 1397 he 
was commissioned (with Simon Lawyn) to take 
masons,” and in 1400 he succeeded Yevele as Dis- 
poser of the King’s Works at Westminster and the 
Tower of London?*; he was also one of his execu- 
tors.°7 Hedied about 1417, leaving bequests, among 
others, to his apprentices, Richard and John 
Stothley.?"8 

In the third place, there was John Clifford, another 
of Yevele’s executors. He was sworn one ol the 
masters of the masons’ mistery in London in August 
1386"; he was associated with Yevele as early as 
1387, when both were parties to an agreement with 
some men from Maidstone.’ From 1404, when the 
surviving weekly account books of the bridge com- 
mence, until his death in September 1417, he was 
Chief Bridge Mason at London Bridge, but it is 
probable that he occupied the office at an earlier 
date, as he certainly acted as feoffee for the bridge 
during Yevele’s lifetime." It 
common connection with London Bridge which led 
Yevele to appoint Clifford as one of his executors. 

In the fourth place, there was Walter Walton, who 
held the somewhat unusual position of Yevele’s 
Warden in 1395. In the indenture relating to the 
work at Westminster Hall, as printed in Rymer’s 


Was probably their 


Foedera, he is described as Watkin Waldon, but 
in the surviving accounts for the work,'* the con- 
tractors are mentioned as working according to a 


form and mould . . . delivered to them by ‘* Walter 
Walton,” Master Henry Yevele’s “deputy.” This 
Walter Walton was probably the same as the Walter 
Walton, stone mason, who was hired i 


re) 
I 303 to 


124 Debts of the late quee! to Lote 1 art I n Exch. A. R 
502/19. 

125 Cal. Pat. R. 1396-99, p. 82 

#26 Cal. Pat. R. 1399-1401, p. 36 

127 Nichols, p. 44. 

The Medieval Mason, p. 166 

129 Cal. Letter-Book H, p. 273. He may vy een the John 
Clifford, mason, employed for a short tin Windsor Castle it 
1361-62. (Exch. K.R. 493/10. 

#80 Cal. Close Rolls 1385-89, p. 431 


1 Knoop and Jones, ‘London Bridge and its B lers 1.Q.C. 
xIvil. 

132 Mr. W. J. Williams, who has examined tl cument in the 
P.R.O., states (A.Q.C., xli, p. 138) that the name Walton, and 
draws attention to the fact that Watkin liminut f Walter 

3B. M. Addit. Roll 27,081. 

134 Cal. Pat. R. 1381-85, p. 310. Very possibly this Simon at Hoke 
was the same as the Simon Hook. maso1 verseer of the masons’ 
work at the repair of Rochester Castle in 1368 (4 Cant. ii, p. 122), 
and as the Simon atte Hoke who was sworn one of the masters of the 
mistery of masons in London in Aug 6H (¢ | -Book H 
Pp. 273). 
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repair the Church of St. Thomas of Acon 1 spital, 
together with Simon at Hoke, and was alt. st cer- 
tainly the same as the Walter Walton wh S ap- 
pointed in 1397 to be chief surveyor of ai stone. 


cutters and masons for the King’s Works in En: ‘and.35 
About this same time ‘‘Walter Walton of ndon. 
mason,” together with John Swalowe of Glo. cester- 
shire, mason, and others, became sureties that ‘| homas 
Wolvey, mason, would complete the mason’ fabri 
at Henley Church. In 1412 Walter Wal. on was 
one of the sworn masons of the City of London! his 
will,!8 dated 16 August 1418, was proved in the 
Prerogative Court of Canterbury on 6 Octob: 1418, 

[he term warden used in the above quoted con- 
tract of 1395 to describe Walton’s position, was not 
unknown about this period in connection with build- 
ing operations, e.g., at York Minster in the early 
fifteenth century, at Eton College in the 1440’s,# 
and at Kirby Muxloe Castle in the 1480's," but it 
was always, in our experience, associated with a lodge 


or a works, and not with an individua 
142 





master 
mason, We know of masons who had “‘servants,” 
e.g., John Stubbard at Ely in 1359-60," and John 
Wode at Bury St. Edmunds in 1436™ each had a 
“servant, but we are not acquainted with another 
case of a mason, not being the master mason of a par- 
ticular works, who had a warden associated with him 
as a personal assistant. As noted above, the term 
used in the Accounts relating to the contract is 
“deputy” of Henry Yevele, which clearly shows that 
the position was one of much greater responsibility 
than that conveyed by the term “servant.” 

In the fifth place, there was William de Wynford, 
who was a colleague of Yevele’s on more than one 
occasion. They were associated in 1390 and 1397 in 


By Bill of Treasurer, 21 Rich. II, part ii, m. 27, quoted by W. J. 
Williams in A.Q.C., xli, p. 135. 


Cal. Close Rolls 1396-99, p. 239. Thomas Wolvey was a fairly 
substantial contractor, since he received £160 for masonry work on 
the two towers at the northern end of Westminster Palace in 1398-9 


at the same time that John Swalwe and William Yfford were paid £32 
for work on the windows of the same building (Exch. A. R. 473/11). 

87 Cal. Letter-Book I, p- 102. 

188 Williams, loc. cit. 

88 Fabric Rolls of York Minster (Surtees Soc.), pp. 46, 199. 

‘40 Knoop and Jones, “The Building of Eton College”, A.Q.C.,xIv! 

tA. H. Thompson, “Building Accounts of Kirby Muxloe Caste 
1480-1484"", Leicester Arch. Soc. Trans., x1. " 

442 The chief officials of a gild or company might also be described 

Wardens, e¢.g., Thomas Hill and Richard Rede had long been 
Wardens of the Masons’ Craft in London when new ordinances were 
approved in 1481 (Letter-Book L, fols. 165 seg., printed in The Medieva 
Vason, pp. 251 seq.). Likewise the administrators in charge of London 
ridge. called custodes in the Latin records, are described as wardens 
in English documents. 

KF. R. Chapman, Sacrist Rolls of Ely, ii, p. 194. 
** See contract printed in Arch@ologia, xxiii, pp. 330 seq 
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the ma cr of work at Winchester™ and in 1378 in 
the ma ‘cr of choosing and taking masons to work at 
Southe pton.4® Wynford, like Yevele, was one of 


the King’s Master Masons, being referred to as the 
late Ki z's Mason in an order of 1389 granting him 
an annuity of £10.47 He was employed at Windsor 
Castl early as 1360," at a wage of 12d. a day, and 
his name occurs in documents relating to the build- 
ing cperations during each of the six following 
years.’ In these documents he is called ‘‘ Master 
William: de Wynford,” and described as overseer 
apparellaton of the masons or as “ordering the 
masons’ work,” but in each case he is named after 
Master John de Sponle, the master mason at Wind- 
sor. In 1370 Wynford was commissioned to take 50 
hewers of stone in the West Country and to bring 
them to Orewell, to which place Yevele was to bring 
30 masons from the home counties.” Later in the 
same year he, like Yevele, was charged to take masons 
for service overseas.’ 

Wynford’s connection with the West Country, his 
eminence in his profession and his capacity to direct 
more enterprises than one at the same time, is illus- 
trated by his appointment, probably in 1364, as 
Master Mason at Wells Cathedral. The Chapter 


® Cal. Pat. R. 1388-92, p. 237: 1396-99. p. 116; and Cal. Close R. 

}90-99. Pp. 103. 

46 Cal. Pat. R. 1377-81, p. 199. 

4? Cal. Close R. 1389-92, p. 2. Grants of land had been made to him 
several years previously (Cal. Pat. R. 1370-74. pp. 65, 224). He was a 
member of the King’s Household in 1369 (see above). 

48 William of Wykeham’s Accounts, Pipe Roll, 35 Edward III, 
printed in St. John Hope, Windsor Castle, i, 218. 

*® Exch. KR. R. 493/10, 493/16, 493/17, 493/22. 

Cal. Pat. R. 1367-70, p. 378. 


PF. Devon, Issue Roll of Thomas Brantingham (1835). p. 3- 
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provided him with a house at a nominal rent, a 
pension—.e., a retaining fee—of 4os. a year and a 
wage of 6d. a day when at Wells working on the 
fabric.» In 1375-76 he was master mason at the 
new work then in progress at Abingdon Abbey. 
At a later date he was probably master mason at 
the erection of Winchester College, where in the 
east window of the chapel there is a represen- 
tation of Willie. Wynford, lathomus.“* He was also 
probably Wykeham’s master mason when the bishop 
commenced the rebuilding of the nave of Winchester 
Cathedral’ in 1394, and Wykeham’s will, dated 
14 July 1403, provided that the disposing and order- 
ing of the work should be done by Master William 
Wynford, who had probably been known to Wyke- 
ham since the days when they were both employed at 
Windsor Castle in 1360 and 1361." Like his great 
contemporary, Henry Yevele, Wynford had a long 
career inthe service of the Crown,’ and also combined 
official duties with private practice. Indeed it is by 
no means impossible that further investigation of 
Wynford’s career might show that his professional 
standing in the second half of the fourteenth century 
was not lower than that of Henry Yevele. 


151a Hist, MSS. Com., Wells MSS., 1, p. 267. 

82 Accounts of the Obedientiars of Abingdon Abbey (Camden Soc.), 
». 28. 

Moberley, Life of William Wykeham, p. 261 n. 

4 Lowth, Life of William of Wykeham (1759), p. 217, calls him 
architect. 
Printed in Lowth, Appendix xvii; see p. Xxxvii. 
196 See Wykeham’s Accounts, loc. cit. 
87 We do not know when Wynford died. In December 1402 he 
was granted a licence to have a private oratory [Wykeham’s Register 
Hants. Record Soc.) II, 543). Wykeham’s will implies that Wynford 
was still alive when the will was made in July 1403. 
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THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIRST ANNUAL 
GENERAL MEETING 


HELD AT THE RoyAI 


Mr. Maurice WEBB 
The CHAIRMAN: I have now to present the 
report of Council and the Standing Committees for the 
financial year 1934-1935, and to move its adoption by 


this general meeting. The Chairmen or other representa- 
tives of the Committees are present to answer any 
questions which me mbers may wish to ask . 

Hon. SECRETARY: I have much _ pleasure in 
seconding the motion, and also in calling upon Mi 
Maurice Webb to make a statement as Chairman of the 
New Building Committee. 


The CHAIRMAN: We are really assenl yled here 


to-night to listen to the reports of all the Committees 
who have worked on behalf of the Institute, but | would 
like while I am in the chair and as Chairman of the New 
Building Committee to propose a vote of thanks to the 
builders and their workmen for the extraordinarily 
excellent wav in which they have executed this building 
Before entering this room the New Building Committee 


presented a small testimoni il of congratulation to the 
huilders. Messrs. Ashby and Horner. Mr. Horner, who is 


. : x ) ] | 
a very shy gentleman, received it, and we congratulatec 


him on the excellence of this building and the beautiful 
craftsmanship which is exhibited here. While the 
President and Council have expressed their thanks and 
appreciation to the architect fo1 what he has done, I do 
not think we have yet done soina general Institute meeting 
and I should like you to repair that omission. I do not 
believe that in the whole of the United Kingdom, or even 
in Europe, you will find a better piece of c1 iftsmanship 
than is displayed in this building. I would like you to 
support the little testimonial which we gave to Messrs. 
Ashby and Horner at the dinner to-night, and would, 
therefore, like to propose on behalfot the Royal Institute 
of British Architects a vote of thanks to our architect 
and also to the builders for the honest way in which they 


carried out the erection of this building 

( The vote of thanks was carried u th acclan ) 

The CHAIR MAN then called on Mr. Gil 
to open the discussion of the Report. 

Mr. GILBERT H. JENKINS [F.]: Mr. Vice-President 
and fellow members, in rising as an ordinary member to 
support the President’s proposal that the Report be 
adopted, I would like to remind the Council ind those 
of the general body of members who are interested enough 
in the welfare of the Institute to be present, that this is 
the only occasion during the year when the ordinary 
member has a chance of discussing the affairs of the 
Institute. 

This being so, I trust the Council will 
some of us voice our views on matters which interest us 
in the work of the past year. 


ert Jenkins 


be patient if 


VICE-PRESIDENT 
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IN THE CHAIR 


It is said that the onlooker sees most of t] rame 
Certainly he often has more to say about it than the 
players themselves, but provided the criticism con- 
structive, it should be all to the good, and I | that 
any comments I have to make will be in that spit . 

The year has been an outstanding one and all members 
must desire to thank our President, Council a Stafl 
for their highly successful efforts to further the interests 


of both our members and the general body of th 
proiession; also to congratulate our own architect, Mr. 
Grey Wornum, on a fine performance in giving us so 
beautiful, commodious and convenient a building, and 
for proving that an architect can carry out his client's 
instructions without involving him in extras. 

Che Report shows that the membership continues 
grow. Some Committee 
the Executive 


to 
I do not know which: possibl 
should note a peculiarity in this growth, 
viz. the disparity in the increase in Fellows as compared 
with Associates. Increase of Fellows last year 1: in three 
years 59: in five years 186. Increase of Associates last 
year 133: in three years 472: in five years 692. Fellows 
in 1935 are 343 per cent., in 1932 they were 37 per cent., 
and in 1930 nearly 40 per cent. of the two classes. Sureh 
it is not to the good of our Institute, financially or other- 
wise, that this percentage should drop so materially 
within so short a period. 

It is cheering to note that Assessors were appointed in 
23 competitions this year as against nine last year. 

Especially interesting is the fact that three of the 
competitions are for lay-outs, two of these being for Civic 
Centres. 

Could not the Council induce the L.C.C. to hold a 
great competition for the lay-out for redevelopment of a 
specimen section of the centre of London, say West- 
minster or Marylebone, or both, thus including every 
type of zone? 

[he competitors could be given the historical and 
sociological data, traffic statistics and engineering cetails, 
with the maps, diagrams and graphs on which to base 
their designs, it being made clear that the prizes would 
be awarded not only for a fine design, but for the best 
series of new ideas and suggestions, having due regard to 
economy, which could be adopted in the course of 
redevelopment, with the greatest benefit to London and 
Londoners. 

Such a competition, if proper publicity were attached 
to it, would make local authorities all over the country 
realise that design was of the first importance in Town 
and Country planning, and could no longer be ignored 
in the way it has been since the war. 

The report of the Board of Architectural Education is 
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n intert record of the ever growing and widening 
means of: quiring education in architecture throughout 

e Empi. 

Man) es of lists and statistics are given, and it would 
“mplifv ty reading and analysis of the Report if some of 
aa wi mbined. For instance, if the words ‘‘Inter- 
nediat * were added to the heading of the list of 
chools ( ypted from the final examination, all these 

uld be itted from the second list, and the two gain 
» darity. [t would then be obvious at a glance which 
vere the schools which only provided an incomplete 
course. 

It is re ttable that Cambridge University still ranks 

1 these, and that Oxford University, while recognis- 





an aris degree, continues its neglect to recognise 


. rchites ture as an art worthy ofa degree. 

Possibly the Chairman of the Board will explain how 
itis that Adelaide University has been allowed to jump 
from non-recognition to full exemption from the final in 


one vear. 

[he list reveals several gaps in the opportunities for 
architectural education within the Empire, there being 
no schools qualifying to exempt, even from the inter- 
mediate examination, in one of the two New Zealand 
islands, nor in Quebec and the eastern and westernmost 
provinces of Canada, nor in Delhi and Calcutta. 
~ Might not the Council or the Board, in this Jubilee 
vear, use its influence with advantage to obtain educa- 
tional facilities for architectural students in these regions, 
and thus render our scheme for fostering education in 
architecture throughout the Empire more complete? 

There is a gap of another kind to which I would like to 
refer. The first International Town Planning Con- 
ference was held in 1910 under the auspices of our 
Institute and within its walls, but although there is a 
continually lengthening list of prizes and studentships 
siven by the Institute, none has yet been given for Town 
Planning and Landscape Design. 

The report records that only one candidate sat for the 
Institute Diploma in Town Planning. Unfortunately, it 
s only too evident that during the years which have 
passed since that Conference, town planning in Great 
Britain has been allowed to drift largely into the hands of 
surveyors, engineers and others who have little or no 
training or skill in design. ‘This is very detrimental to the 
public interest, and it would be a great advantage, both 
to the public and to the profession, if both our Council 
and our Board started an active campaign to encourage 
training in that subject. 

With regard to the International Architecture 
1924-1934—Exhibition, there was a notable omission 
which should be remedied, as a Town Planning and 
Landscape Design section should be added before it 
goes further afield. In this Exhibition particular stress 
is laid on planning for all the details, while the necessity 
lor a great general plan is ignored. Possibly it would 
be an advantage if the English section could be made 
more representative of all the types of architectural 
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design within the period, as in the sections “‘ Planning 
the Dwelling” and “Building for Worship’ buildings 
founded on purely English tradition seemed to be 
included merely as a foil to the buildings following 
German modernism, and these sections are thus not a 
truly balanced record of the achievements of our best 
designers in the period under review. 

The Library Exhibition was a notable display of ow 
treasures, and it is to be hoped this will become an 
annual show, which could then specialise on two or three 
sections. 

Could the Chairman of the Literature Committee 
inform us if a collection of working drawings and photo- 
graphs of the Gold Medal buildings, both here and 
elsewhere, is being formed, as this would be a valuable 
record of current taste in years to come? 

Members must be delighted that the Library Exhibi- 
tion resulted in so many valuable gifts to the Institute, 
and doubtless would like to place on record their thanks 
to the generous donors. 

Great as our Library is, there are several subjects 
connected with architecture which, no doubt, the 
Librarian would wish to see more fully represented. 
Without attempting to have an extensive collection on 
archeology and of the sister arts of sculpture and paint- 
ing, the Library would be more complete if all the 
standard works on town planning, garden design and on 
trees and plants were in it, also those on decoration and 
furniture; while the Institute—not the Architectural 
Association—should be the Headquarters Library for 
architectural lantern slides. 

We seem to want a Camera Club to start this side of 
the Library. Here is a chance for the active interest of 
our younger members to display itself. 

The Science Committee deserves our thanks for the 
innumerable activities of its members on our behalf. 

I fear I have forgotten if they were primarily instru- 
mental in founding that most useful institution the 
Building Research Station, but we certainly have to 
praise this Committee for the series of reports of its 
work which, incidentally, must draw the attention of the 
newly fledged member to many pitfalls to be avoided in 
having his work carried out. 

All members will wish to join in thanks to the Archi- 
tects’ Unemployment Committee for their excellent and 
highly successful work in alleviating the distress in the 
profession which resulted from the slump, and doubtless 
would be interested to hear from its Chairman if the 
Fund is to be put on a permanent basis. To have 
raised £12,000 in two and a half years was a magnificent 
effort, which can never be forgotten by many an architect 
who was helped through the difficult time from which 
we have now so happily emerged. 

This brings me to that most important new body the 
Public Relations Committee. It really commenced 
work in the 1933-34 session, but last year the President’s 
thoughts were directed to a review of the development 
of the Institute on the completion of its first century, and 
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so there was no time to hear the 
Committee speak on its work and _ policy 
that 
omission. 


I am sure we all agree that the publ 


to-night he will have a chance 


with our new premises was exc 
that architecture is beginning to be reco 
by many of the better newspapers 

“If there is time, possibly the Chairmat 
Committee on the Scale of Charges 
is considering | 
Consultine Engineers.’ Many of us art 
in this question, and would like to know 
proposals and who are ini luded 
term ‘Consulting Engineers.’* Als 
beine obtained trom the 
the bodies who represent then 


more no I 


One cannot but be glad that the Repo 
Clearance Committee has been reterred 
Planning and Housing Committee. Oh 
Art Committee did a strange pte 
Science Committee's field. w! 
boomed as “‘Balconies for Babies,” b 
tion of houses for the working-classes, che 
speculative building would appe 
Town Planning and Housing Con 
committees would appear desirab] 
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general report, starting with | 

This Committee would appear to nec 
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Before closing my remarks on the Report 


to voice our thanks to the Keeper Of OUl 


arduous and successful efforts 


after the finances of our Institu 
item in the i 


There is one 
clearer if both the debit and 
shown, viz.: “‘publications.”” Las 


sum which exceeded £/6,000, 
they cost 4 Ry ) \ 


treasurer of another London bod 


are estimated to 


architecture, | remember that the cost 
the publications was covered 
advertisements, although the members 
guaranteed circulation—was less 


is nearly four times as great. Wo 

hold a small inquiry as to how a sin 
achieved for our publications? We could 
annual grant of £1,000 to the Pu R 
mittee. which would have astonis! 

licitv for architecture, and we shoul 


provide a sinking fund 
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These two vears have been the greatest in t 


neue 
the Institute, and we have been fortunat sity) 
ereatest of our living architects in the chai fine 6 
building and opening of our new premises. a 

(hanks to his untiring efforts on our beh: dto] 
personality, we have made a most successful tono 
second century—such a start as would n hherwie 
have been possible. 

What a hectic time these two years have n. o1 
our magnificent staff, headed by Sir Ian MacAlisy 
could tell us. Every one of us was delighi-d at 
honour he received at our Royal Patron’s h ind 
is a great pleasure to all of us to have this 6), portun; 
of tendering our best thanks to him and | thle an 


devoted assistants, and to all the staff, for their insparing 
efforts in the nearly impossible task of movi ' 
premises, while uninterruptedly carry 
multitudinous activities recorded in the last 


Into the 
new or the 
) reports 
a here | 
London immediately alter the opening of the new 
ing. ‘That nearly every member of the stafl 
prostrated by overwork when that took plac: not sur- 
prising, but so little did they heed this that the Con- 
Whe ill have 
worked so well, it is difficult to mention any particul 

] Canno 


sit down without mentioning our Librarian, Mr. C 


ind also organising the Annual Conterence, | 
yuild- 


iS almost 


ference went through without a hitch. 


name without doing an injustice to others, bi 
arte 
vonderfu 
| 


who deserves a special meed of praise for the 


in which the new Library has been organise 
Were this a dinner, one would like to raise 
and give the toast, “Our Council and Our Staff. ma 


have in the future equal those of th 


manne! 
ones glass 
those We past (v 
ears.” 

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the 
arious committees to tell us what the committees have dor 
during the I will first call upon the Chairman oft 
Board of Architectural Education. 

Mr. DARCY BRADDELL [F.]: You, sir, hav 
et the meeting know what work we have done during the pas 
Cal All 


t work 


will now chairmen of 


past vear. 
skea mit 
great ae 


I can tell vou is that we have done a very 


I will do my best to answer Mr. Jenkins’s criticisms. Im 


isk you to remember that I have only just assumed office, s 
that Mr. Jenkins will not get very much change out of m 
and as Mr. Moberly has resigned it is no use Mr. Jenkins 


expecting that he will get any change out of him! 

Mr. Jenkins suggested that if the words “Intermediate an 
vere added to the heading of the list of schools exempted iro! 
Examination, all these could be omitted from t 


[am inclined to think that Mr. Jenkins is 1 


I will 


the Final 


second list 





hat his suggestion is the best and proper one. 


tise that matter before the officers of the Board. 
Then Mr. Jenkins wanted to know why Cambridge a 
Oxtord Universities have no five-year complete scheme. W 
no control whatsoever over the universities of Oxt 
Cambridge in the matter, but it may be of interest if 1 sz 
that Cambridge has got a scheme on hand now for a five-\ 
irse 
Chen Mr. Jenkins wanted to know how it is that .Adela 
ne from nowhere right up to the top a little while ago Phi 
s easily explained. Under the devolution scheme the Boat 
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\rchitect Hducation of the Royal Australian Institute of 
\rchitect ted to us, at the end of the necessary five years, 
that the s at Adelaide was in their opinion fit to be con- 
sidered f enition. Recognition was, therefore, granted 

Then ! inted to know about training in town planning. 
\s you pro! ibly know, the R.I.B.A, hold a joint examination 
in town | ing with the Town Planning Institute, so that 
we are 1 holly unaware of his desires. I can assure Mr. 
lenkins t! 1c matter is always receiving our attention. 

Then aised a shrewd point about the extraordinary 
sumber « gh passes in schools for the Final Examination. 
People si How is it that if a man goes to a school for five 
ears he a s gets through, whereas if he goes to the R.I.B.A. 
and takes Final Examination he always gets ploughed?” I 
think I can explain that to some extent. It is largely owing to 
the fact that the schools are very particular as to whom they 
allow to go on from the third to the fifth year. They have a 
fairly severe testing the third year, and if they feel that a man 
has no chance of being likely to get through his fifth year they 
tell him to go and do something else. They look upon it as a 
very great criticism on themselves if a man who has been in 


their hands lor five years is not able to pass their own examina- 
tion. That explains this fairly high percentage. 

Mr. Jenkins’s last point is that there is no prize or studentship 
for town planning. That is not correct. The Arthur Cates 
Prize is given in alternate years, and the Hunt Bursary for 
Housing which, after all, is not very different) is given yearly. 

I hope | have answered all Mr. Jenkins’s questions, but he 
spoke so rapidly that I had some difficulty in getting down his 
OInts. 

The CHAIRMAN: As there are 17 chairmen of committees 
vho are going to talk to us to-night, and all of whom you no 
loubt want to hear, I must ask these gentlemen to limit their 

marks to two or three minutes each. 

Mr. SYDNEY TATCHELL [F.], Chairman of the Executive 
Committee of the Council, and Mr. JOHN BEGG [F.], Chair- 

an of the Allied Societies’ Conference, referred briefly to the 
vork of the committee and conference, neither of which had 
rovoked any comments from Mr. Jenkins nor required descrip- 
tion at this meeting. 

Major HARRY BARNES [F.] (Chairman of the Slum 
Clearance Committee): I have no story to tell. The Slum 
Clearance Committee was an extraordinarily active committee 
i year ago, and it produced a report which was referred to the 
fown Planning Committee. I think that report must have sent 
he Town Planning Committee to sleep, because so far I have 
ot heard the report of the Town Planning Committee on the 
report of the Slum Clearance Committee. No doubt it will 
ome in good time and will be worth waiting for. The Slum 
Clearance Committee’s work has an extraordinarily popular 
ippeal, and I hope the report will not be too long delayed. 





Perhaps | may be allowed to say a word upon the subject of 


wn planning. I am a very insignificant member of a very 
mportant body which has got something to do with this matter 
n London, and I was particularly interested in the remarks 
hich were made by Mr. Jenkins as to the value of a compe- 
iuon showing the lay-out of certain parts of London, such as 
ught be evolved by the body of architects concentrating upon 
3ut there is a very great difficulty in connection with that 
matter with which I have become acquainted in the body to 
vhich I have just referred. It is this. Town planning, as long 
iS it is not associated with any body responsible for its execu- 
lion, isa very delightful thing. The difficulty is that immediately 
any plan is published showing what it is proposed to do there is 
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an immediate flight of men, who speculate in land propositions, 
who plank themselves along the proposed routes intended to be 
planned, and raise the cost of the execution of the plan very 
greatly against the authority. I think that is likely to be a very 
real impediment in the way of carrying out the suggestion 
which Mr. Jenkins has put forward. There is nothing I would 
like to see better than plans such as he suggests, but there is that 
difficulty to face. That is the impediment in the way of pub- 
lishing plans by local authorities. However, I think that there 
is a possibility, now that the London County Council has come 
into possession, or is likely to come into possession, of a great 
area on the south bank of the river, where that impediment is 
removed, of a really great competition there. 1 hope it will not 
be taken that I am binding the London County Council to it 
but the great obstacle to a competition of that kind to which I 
have referred is there removed, and I personally would welcome 
a suggestion of a competition of the sort mentioned from this 
bodv. 

Mr. MARTIN BRIGGS [F.] (Chairman of the Literature 
Standing Committee): As far back as I can remember the task 
on these occasions of the Chairman of the Literature Standing 
Committee has been to get up and explain that the Library was 
overcrowded, was falling to pieces, and was liable at any 
moment to be set on fire. I am glad to sav that there is no need 
for me to follow that line to-night. All the dreams we have had 
in the past of completing the Library and of making it as it 
should be have come true in the last few years. We have not 
only a Library which is one of the finest things in the Institute, 
but we have had our first exhibition, of which Mr. Jenkins has 
kindly approved, and the work generally has been greatly 
facilitated. Then we have just had a munificent present of 
£500 from Sir Banister Fletcher for printing a catalogue which 
will really be worthy of our library. 

\s you will have observed, the JouRNAL improves month by 
month. The credit for the enormous amount of work which 
has been done during the past year in this connection is due 
to Mr. Carter, Mr. Bird and their staff. That has been men- 
tioned already, but I do not think I can possibly sit down 
without emphasising it. 

Mr. Jenkins has asked me only three questions. The first 
was with regard to having a collection of drawings and 
photographs of the Gold Medal buildings formed. We are 
forming a much larger collection than that. It is being left 
largely to the discretion of the librarian. A collection is being 
made of the work of distinguished living architects, and in- 
cluded in that will be a selection of photographs of medal 
buildings. Also, if you look at the Report, you will see that the 
large collection of photographs of modern architecture recently 
exhibited here is to be stored in the Libraryand willbe available 
when required. 

Mr. Jenkins mentioned the gaps in our collection, particularly 
in regard to town planning, gardens, painting, sculpture and 
the ancillary arts. We have got a fair collection of books on 
these subjects, but the policy of the Literature Committee, 
when it has money to spend, is that books on architecture get 
the first choice. As regards the ancillary arts, we devote what 
proportion of the fund we can to strengthen that section. It is 
never forgotten. You will also see in the Report a reference to 
the provision which has been made in this building for forming 
ultimately a collection of lantern slides. You may ask why we 
have not proceeded immediately with that. I can only reply 
that the maintenance, quite apart from the formation, of a 
collection of lantern slides on as large a scale as that, for 
instance, of the Architectural Association is quite a serious 
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matter financially. The Architec 
does exist, and although we may some dav 
here we naturally want to move very slowh 
fact. and also in view of the heavy 

be involved. 


The CHAIRMAN next called on Mr. L. 5S 
F.) (Chairman of the Practice Standing ‘ 
however, had nothing to add to the rep 
published in the JOURNAL. 

COLONEL P. A. HOPKINS [f ( 
Finance Committee): The only ret © Mr. J 


make with regard to the Finance ¢ 

cost of the JOURNAT and of publi 

as an illustration the journal of 

a membership of 2,000, and he said tl 
nothing because the advertisement 

of the production of that journal. O 
compare any other journal 
comparatively, on such a big scale with its 
10,000 that its cost of productio1 

when we started our improved 
members of the Institute was about 

to about £5,000 this year (a year of 

ail departments). You must I 
improvement which has been 

that is worth paying for, and 1 

small proportion of the memb« 

over a penny per member « 
Then we have restricted the 
number of pages. Those pagt 


much more valuable from the 
That is what we want. We are 
advertisement appearing in tl! 
certificate of merit on behalf of 
results up to date, in the course 
we hope that the JouRNAL will 
member of this Institute withe 
membership. Considering the 
the JOURNAL gives to members 1 
three or four years ago 1 Jot 
reads and in which he finds iten 
certainly of instruction—I_ think 
satisfied with. I see our Editor and his assist 
evening, and I think they can take what I 
ing to their credit, and that it is ap] 
There is one other matter whicl rhaps t ( 
permit me to mention. It is with 1 
building. I think that is a matter wl 
According to the figures in the A 
represents practically £140,00 Do 


£140,000 is included an item 
representing a mortgage which w 





So that as far as our new buildir 

cost was just over £120,000. Against that 
our old premises, which will goa 1 ( 
ing that cost when we sell them; and [1 


in negotiation at the present t 
distinct possibilities. Added to tl 

taken out in connection with tl 
represent another £20,000 in abo Six 
things taken together, therefore, I 
financial position need give no 
satisfied that if the Finance ¢ 

policy it will not be many y« 
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Mr. S. POINTON TAYLOR [F.] (Chairman o Scie 


Ce 


Committee): I would like to thank very much officers 
and members of the Science Committee for all th rd work 
they have done during my term of office. Mr. Ji > king firs, 
asked whether the Science Committee were res ible for 


the setting up of the Building Research Station. | 
say that the Institute itself was responsible for the s 
that Building Research Station. My Departme: 
mentary Secretary in a speech the other day said 


k I may 
£ up of 
Parlia- 


4 200d 

working-class husband was defined by the wife as b: ‘no By z 
of “bloke” that helped the wife to do those thing hich, if 
she was not married, she would not have to do ai all. Thy 
Building Research Station was obviously set up sim) ECAUSE 
there was a Royal Institute of British Architects. I :‘\ink thay 
is the best answer I can give on the spur of thi ment. | 
really cannot remember the exact time when the Buildin 
Research Station was set up; I think it was during the war, : 
With regard to the fresh air balconies in slum aranct 
proposals, which Mr. Jenkins said was really the \ < of the 
Science Committee but was snatched from them by the Ar 


Committee, the Art Committee, if you remember, were good 
nough to ask us to confirm what was done in their report 
dealing with that matter; and I think that report has don 
some service. I do hope that you will bear this question 

‘balconies for babies’’ in mind; it is a matter of real i portan 


l 


in connection with tenement dwellings which are going to b 





built in various cities. I think we want to conside1 mprove- 
ments in tenement planning and equipment very seriously, 
and particularly from the acoustic standpoint. 

May I take this opportunity of pointing out that instead of 
flats on each floor of four storeys (which on the whole seems 
likely to be the normal standard) there is also the cottage-upon- 
cottage type. Measuring the cost of tenements in terms of the 
cost per habitable room, in the case of flats the cost pe 
habitable room varies from £110 to £150—whereas two-storey 


cottages cost about £75 to £80 per habitable room. Th 


A 


building cost of tenements has always been some 50 per cent 


higher than the cost of cottages, and it is highly cde Sil ible I 
find ways of reducing the difference if we can. You will 
therefore, be interested to hear that the cottage-upon-cottag 
type in four-storey buildings resulted recently in a tender ot 


Q 


£85 per habitable room. The suggestion that such an arrange- 
ment has a psychological effect on our friends the builders is 

ll worth fostering. Whatever the cause the result was good, 
und [ hope will be confirmed by further experiments 

[ want also to take this opportunity of telling you that thi 
Science Committee are dissatisfied with the response they are 
retting to the quarterly visits to the Building Research Statiot 
We have been holding these for some years now. Those i 
harge of the Building Research Station take great pains t 
xp/ain ard show visitors the work which is being carried outat 
the Station with such excellent results. Sometimes we get 2 
people, but normally half this number—and that out of a 
Institute membership of some 7,000 is a poor response. W 
sincerely hope that you will take these opportunities of visiting 
the Station and of sending your qualified assistants. | 
results we are sure will be advantageous to the Station and 
yourselves. Particulars of the visits are given in our JOURNAI 

Mr. E. BERRY WEBBER [F.] (Chairman of the Compet! 
tions Committee): I understand that Mr. Jenkins has not 
attacked the Competitions Committee in any way, but in order 
to clear up a few misunderstandings I would like to point out 
one or two things. First of all, the Competitions Committe: 


. +e . 1 ° 
do not choose the assessors in the competitions; neither do they 
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create th. schedule of accommodation, nor do they settle 


the scale the drawings. All that is part of the assessors’ 


work. All we have to do is to keep the road clear, and from 
the Rep you will see that we have been fairly successful 
in this div ction, in that out of 41 competitions 32 have gone 
through hout a hitch. We can only do that, however, with 
the co-operation of the members of this Institute. You must 
let us kt if things go wrong so that we may have the chance 
of puttit em right when they are not going quite right. 


Whatever criticisms may be made about the competitions, 


never since the war have there been so many competitions 
either guiig forward or actually on foot, and you can take it 
from me that the Competitions Committee intend to do the 


best they can to preserve this romantic heritage and this great 
chance for the younger members of the profession. 

The CHAIRMAN: There is another subject’ which is 
rather dear to the hearts of the Londoner, [ think—the London 
Building Act—and the Committee dealing with that matter 
is the next on my list. I will therefore call on the Chairman 
of the London Building Act Committee to address you. 

Mr. L. SYLVESTER SULLIVAN [F.] (Chairman of the 
London Building Act Committee): I cannot tell you very much 
about the new London Building Act, because it is not yet in 
being; it is before Parliament at present. The Advisory 
Committee of the County Council has been sitting on it for 
some years. What I understand is likely to happen is that 
an Enabling Bill to allow the County Council to govern the 
building of London by regulation rather than by a hard-and- 
fast Building Act, clause and letter, will pass the House of 
Commons very soon. When that is done the County Council 
will get down to the question of regulations. ‘The regulations, 
as far as we know at present, will be subject to advertisement 
and notification to all interested bodies likely to be concerned 
in the building of London. There will be the right of appeal to 
the Ministry of Health, the Ministry of Health being the final 
arbiter as to whether a regulation shall be made. I think the 
new arrangement will be in many ways a great improvement 
on, and less rigid than, the existing Building Act. At present 
the whole matter is in a state of flux. I do not think anything 
has been settled, or is likely to be settled for some time. There 
vill be a long period during which the Building Act Committee 
will have opportunities of considering the regulations when 
they are drafted, and the Institute may rest assured that the 
Committee, when the time comes, will give every one of thos« 
Regulations the consideration which it needs. I do not know 
whether Major Barnes would like to add anything. 

Major BARNES: I can say this definitely—and J] am glad 
to have the opportunity of doing so—that as far as the London 
County Council is concerned every effort will be made to secure 
that the Building and Town Planning Regulations for London 
in the future, are set out in such a form as to give the greatest 
possible despatch and expedition to those who are entering 


upon the task of building. I can say definitely that the mind of 


the London County Council will be concentrated upon that 
task, and in the very early future. 

Mr. J. ALAN SLATER (Chairman of the Public Relations 
Committee): I feel like **Turn No. 10” after the way in which 
this meeting has been conducted by our Chairman. I think we 
might almost call him our compere to-night! (Laughter.) He 
has certainly tried to brighten up what is generally regarded 
as a very dull meeting. I am only sorry that his efforts have 
not been rewarded by a larger audience. I do think it is rather 
unsatisfactory that for the first General Meeting in this new 
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building of ours we have only an audience which, quite 
frankly, if you analyse it, consists of members of Council, a 
certain number of members who have been introduced as 
Fellows or Associates, and probably not more than twenty 
other people. No doubt Mr. Webb realised that in the past 
we have had poor attendances at our Annual General Meet- 
ings, but I do hope that with his innovation of, so to speak, 
music-hall turns—all of us coming up and addressing you from 
the pu'pit—the attendance at future meetings will be improved. 

Now I will get down to public relations. Mr. Jenkins did 
not have any criticism of us to offer. I believe he thinks that 
we have been doing a certain amount of good work. We have 
been established two years, the first of which was very largely 
occupied in finding out what we could really usefully do. In 
the second year we have got down to it and we have, I think, 
done some useful work. As the Report states, we have sc parated 
ourselves up into four Sub-committees. No. 1 Sub-committee 
is called the ‘‘Professional Service Sub-committee,”’ and they 
have been responsible for implementing the policy of the 
Council in various memoranda which have been sent to the 
Ministry of Health and to L.ocal Authorities and in regard to 
which we are trying to do our main job, namely, to widen the 
scope of employment of architects. As far as the activities of 
this Sub-committee have been concerned, there is one matter 
which is not mentioned in the Report, but which is important. 
During the committee stage of the Housing Bill one of ow 
members suggested that he would very much appreciate the 
opportunity of trying to put a new clause into the Bill whereby 
Local Authorities should be forced to employ Registered 
Architects for the housing work which they undertake. That, 
of course, is the end to which we are all working, and if we 
could have got that clause inserted it would have been a very 
great step forward. Unfortunately, it was hoping for too much 
that it should be passed, and it was actually negatived in com- 
mittee about a fortnight ago; but I understand that the 
Minister was sufficiently impressed by the arguments of those 
who were supporting the new clause to say that he would 
refer it to his own Advisory Committee for consideration in the 
future. 

One of the activities of the House Design Sub-Committe: 
of which Mr. Ramsey is the Convener) has been to try really 
to implement the speech of the Prince of Wales at our annual 
banquet. That speech was widely read and circulated, and in 
it His Royal Highness said he wanted the architects and the 
Institute to come off their pedestals and to realise that on 
of their main functions was to assist in the housing of the 
people. That was received with great acclamation, and it was 
endorsed by the President in his subsequent speech. Thx 
Public Relations Committee had been considering, even before 
then, what they could do in that respect, and they actually 
had the Council’s consent to initiate a competition on housing. 
I am sorry to say that the Council have reviewed their decision, 
which was taken last September and upon which a considerable 
amount of work was done. I think it is unfortunate. but there 
it is, and naturally we shall abide by the result of their ultimate 
decision. 

Another matter to which LI would like to refer is the work 
of the Panels Sub-committee. When we came into being 
go as a Public Relations Committee one of the 
things which we did feel needed attention was, again, the 
implementing of a policy which had been started many years 
before, namely, Advisory Panels to assist Local Authorities in 
the consideration of designs and plans put before them. Very 


two years a 
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largely owing to the great energy of Mr. Jack, the Convener 
of this Sub-committee, the procedure and the organisation of 
the Panels are now in being. It must now depend upon the 
Allied Societies in order to get that organisation actually at 
work. I would like Mr. Jack to have addressed you on this 
matter because he knows a great deal more about it than I do, 
but I am afraid my three minutes is more than up 

3efore closing I must, however, pay a tribute to the work of 
the Publicity Sub-committee under Mr. Duncan, and most 
esp-cially to the energy of our Secretary, Mr. Bird, for the 
wey in which the opportunity occasioned by the Centenary 
celebrations was seized for the publicity of the R.I.B.A. and 
all its activities. 

Phe CHAIRMAN then opened the meeting for discussion. 

Mr. R. GOULBURN LOVELL [4.]: As an ordinary 
that Mr. Slater 





member of the Institute I would like to say 


used a very clever phrase in referring to this meeting as a 
varietv show which you were compCcring in a most admirable 
manner. That is true. You have trotted out before us a 


number of artists. At the same time there has bi very little 
comment from the ordinary members 

Phe CHAIRMAN: Now is your opportunity 

Mr. R. GOULBURN LOVELL: Yes, at half-past nine. 
There are two points to which I would like to refer. Mr 
] { 


Jenkins referred to the unfortunate result of t Town Planning 
Examinations which only seemed to produce engineers and 
survevors. I can tell him, for his encouragement, that in ow 


inning class 





particular area where we are running a town ] 


of about 20 stude nts, 15 of the m are men be rs ol tl 1S Institute. 





( 
Ihe class was set up some years ago by Mr. Lanchester, and 


we are getting very satisfactory results from 1t—about 70 pet 
cent. of passes in the examinations of the T.P.1 
+} 


\nother point—and I feel it 1s a serious one e reference 


which has been made to the high number of Final passes in the 


recognised schools. This is a serious matter. These are internal 
examinations. I am sure that the general body of parents and 
students are not prepared to admit that those young men who 


pass thes internal examinations are to be compared in qualifi- 


cation with the men who come up two or three times to pass 
through the external examinations. I feel that the Institut 
is giving far too much encouragement to the schools. It is a 


most unfortunate thing for the brilliant young men who have to 


work in an architect’s office. and who are precluded from 
joining these recognised schools owing to the fact that their 
ig men are 
rt xaminations 


parents have not the necessary money. These yout 


put at a distinct and definite disadvantags 





took. and therefore 
should take. 


The question of these internal examinations Is I am quite 


carried out here are those which we 
should be the examinations which all young n 


e future o 


tecture 


convinced. a verv serious matter for 
because this is a 


| 


I hcpe my remarks are being taken note of 
point on which the provinces feel ry strongly indeed. It is 


ill right for a young fellow whose parents can put up £500 and 
- 


send him to a recognised school, but to claim that such a young 


fellow has the same qualifications for practising architecture 
t’s office and 
this Institute is 


as a young man who has worked in an architec 


who has to take the external examination of 
absurd. 

Another thing t 
the verv humorous comment which Mr. Begg made when he 


pointed out that the Allied Societies’ Conference have had four 


which I would like to draw attention is 


very enjoyable meetings and that they had not done anything 


rhat is quite true. They are not allowed to do unything. 
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Why the Institute should be put to the expense 
these very worthy gentlemen all the way fron tland 
Ireland and so on to hold their enjoyable meet a. 
bothered if I know. I am one of them, and I ca admit 
that the meetings are quite enjoyable as my colle) ue. Mr 
Begg, says. Nevertheless, it is actually the fact t! 
men are brought up four times a year in order to s] 
enjoyable evening. As Mr. Begg says, they do not di 
they do not do any work: they are not allowed to. 
Mr. FREDERICK J. HORTH [F-.]: I also come ‘rom the 
provinces, and I should like to state that it is our a1 ibitior 
where I come from to have an efficient school of ar: ‘sitectyry 
so that we can give the younger members of the profession a 


ringing 
am 
seventy 


1 a Very 
ything: 


better and a wider scope of learning than we have bev able to 
do in the past. Unfortunately, I myself was dragged wp in ay 
architect’s office, as I know many others here present were, T; 
have an efficient school surely is to the advantage of everybody 
It is generally recognised, I believe, that if one de $ one’s 
whole time to study in the early days of one’s trainii means 
a tremendous amount to one’s future. I may be wrong, but | 
believe that according to the curriculum one has to obtai; 


office experience to a certain extent, and here I do not quite se 
the point of Mr. Goulburn Lovell’s remarks. I have had thy 
privilege—not as long as Mr. Goulburn Lovell—of being a 
member of the Allied Societies’ Conference, and I have always 
understood that we are in existence not as an executive body but 
as a body of provincial architects, so that the North may meet 
the South and the West may meet the East. We all know that 
wise men come from the East; we have always been told that, 
but I feel that we provincial men want to get at each other’s 
ideas and then let the Council know what we feel. We do not 
want to start telling the Council what they have got to do o 
where they are going wrong: that is not our job, and manv of us 
are not quite learned enough to do that. Nevertheless, I think 
the Allied Societies’ Conference is a very good thing. and | 
think if it is looked upon in that spirit it will still do good work 

I feel that I am a mere jack-in-the-box. but I cannot resist 
saying something about this wonderful Report. I thought Mi 
Jenkins made one or two very good criticisms of it, and he 
referred to the Education Committee. We know that they are 
doing very great work. Personally, I feel that they are in thei 
infancy; that the Institute has only just been born again; that 
we have only been in existence for 100 years; that now we art 
thoroughly housed: that we have increased our membership, 
and that we have broadened our sphere of action. I think th 
Education Committee fully realises that. and I think the tinr 
will soon come when they will have their finger on the pulse \ 
every school in this country which teaches architecture. 

Mr. R. GOULBURN LOVELL: It is only fair to tell m 
friend that his district has sent us one of the best masters 
we have ever had. He is now operating at Brighton, which has 
a recognised school for study, and I am quite in accord that 
these provincial schools should do what they are doing. W 
know the good work which is being done at Hull. What | 
object to are these schools which exempt men from the Fina 
Examination. With regard to the Allied Societies’ Conferen 
we do have a very pleasant time. 

Mr. L. H. BUCKNELL [F.]: Mr. Lovell is an old friend } 


mine, but I think the argument he has put forward is absolut 


ludicrous—that a recognised school gets some sort of preferen- 


tial treatment because their examinations are held at the! 


own schools. I think it is a little unfair. These school examina- 


tions are very carefully prepared for, and the actual behaviou 








sters 
: has 
that 
Wi 
at | 
ina 


en¢ 


1d 0 


itel 


rene 
tneu 
1ina- 


10u! 





0 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 


5 May s5 


of the « lates during their course of five years is a very 
much b test than the sort of cram which a man goes 
through in ordinary examination. I know that from a long 
experict n a school which is the best school in Europe, and 
also fro good deal of experience in examining at the 
R.LB.A if. The cram examination at the R.I.B.A. and the 
long-col examination at a recognised school are two entirely 
different tings. The school training is very obviously much 


better than the other, I can speak from both sides of the ques- 


tion. because I have suffered from the one and I have had 
expert f the other. I do think Mr. Lovell is just a little 
prejudi¢ in claiming that the R.I.B.A. gives preferential 
treatme! » what we call the recognised schools. 


Mr. W .H. ANSELL [F.]: I have had some experience in con- 
nection th the Board of Architectural Education, and I, 
too, would like to say that, as regards the difference between 
the students trained in the architectural schools and those who 
come up for the R.I.B.A. examinations, the Board has every 
sympathy with and every desire to help the boy who has got 
his training partly by his pupilage in an architect’s office and 
partly by the work that he does in evening schools as against 
the boy who is perhaps more fortunate, and whose parents 
are prepared to pay for a course in an architectural school. 
It is Guite obvious that not every boy’s parents can afford the 
fees for a five-year training in an architectural school. More 
is the pity. We only wish that every boy coming into the pro- 
fession could have the benefit of a five-year course of training. 
I, like most of my generation, received my architectural educa- 
tion, such as it was, in an office as a pupil supplemented by 
the work I did in the evenings and on holidays. Those of us 
who have seen the work of the schools in England know very 


well that the boy who is in a school has the advantage of 


specialists on almost every subject, and opportunities of trying 
his hand at every kind of problem which we, as pupils in 
offices, could never touch. Therefore we know that the boy 
who has had a five-year course of training is far more likely to 
pass his final examination than the boy who has had to pick 
up his training by his own endeavours in the evenings and 
during office hours—-and very often his office training gives 
him very little assistance towards getting a real architectural 
education. We who are on the Examining Board of the 
R.I.B.A. for the external examinations give every hope and 
sympathy to the ordinary boy who comes up. The fact that he 
does not pass the first time is often a very great advantage to 
him. We find that a boy who is relegated in one subject or 
more at the first time of asking goes at that particular subject 
or subjects with renewed energy and comes back again in a 
year or two and does far better than he ever thought of doing 
before. The result is better for the boy. It is no disadvantage 
to him. He is perhaps suffering from the fact that he has not 
had the advantages of the other boy, but he cannot help that. 
here is nothing whatever that either Mr. Lovell or anybody 
else need complain of. There is no injustice done to the boy who 
has not had the advantage of a school education. At the same 


time, we do believe that a combination of school training and of 


subsequent office training, or a scheme of office training while 
the school training is going on so that the boy does get in 
touch with practical problems, is the best thing which can be 
devised. We do not claim that any system is perfect. We 
believe that every system can be modified and improved. We 
are constantly endeavouring to improve the school system, 
but we believe at the present time that it holds the field as the 
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finest thing for those who are, by fortunate circumstances, 
enabled to enjoy it. I would ask this meeting not to believe 
that there is any injustice done to the boy who, through circum- 
stances, is unable to attend one of the recognised schools: not 
is there any unfair preferential treatment given to the boys in 
the schools. 

Mr. E. BERRY WEBBER: I do not want to enter into this 
controversy because I fully agree with Mr. Ansell, but there 
has been in the past one slight physical disability from which 
students have suffered—a disability, however, which probably 
will not arise in our new building. I took my own examination 
in a building which the R.I.B.A. rented some years ago, anid 
the conditions under which we worked there were impossible. 
We had desks which were absolutely inadequate in size and 
with no room to work in. Boys working in a school have their 
own studies and familiar surroundings. I hope in the futur 
that if examinations are held in this building the boys will b 
given the same physical comfort that they might obtain elsc- 
where. 

Mr. ELKINGTON [F.]: I want to strike a new note in the 
discussion from this side of the table. As an old member of this 
Institute and as one who has worked on its Council and com- 
mittees, I believe I am voicing the opinion of the great body of 
members of the Institute when I say how thoroughly we 
appreciate the good work which has been done, not only by 
the members of Council and of the Standing and other com- 
mittees, but by the staff. You have brought before us a report 
indicative of the real life of the Institute in the interests not 
only of architects but of architecture generally. “The members 
will not be led away by any small detailed criticism. They 
regard the report of the Council as a truly great work of a truly 
great body in the interests of a truly great people. (Applause 

Che CHAIRMAN: That is very nice of Mr. Elkington. May 
I now put the motion: 

‘That the Report of the Council and Standing Com- 
mittees for the official year 1934-1935 be approved ancl 
adopted.” 

[he motion was carried by acclamation. 

Che CHAIRMAN: The list of attendances at the Council 
and Standing Committee meetings has been laid on the tabk 
and will be printed in the JouRNAL (see page 841) and alse 
sent out to members with the voting papers. 


VOTE OF THANKS TO THE RETIRING HON. 
AUDITORS 


The CHAIRMAN: I beg to move that a hearty vote ol 
thanks be accorded to Mr. E. J. W. Hider [F.] and Mr. G 
Ronald Topham [4A.] for their services as hon. auditors for 
the past year. 

Phe motion was carried by acclamation. 


ELECTION OF HON. AUDITORS 
The CHAIRMAN: Mr. A. H. Goslett [F.| and Mr. G. 


Ronald Topham |A.] are both eligible and willing to be 
nominated as hon. auditors for the current year, and, if it is 
your pleasure, I beg to move that they be so nominated 
\greed. 
At the conclusion of the meeting a Special General Meeting 
was held for confirming the resolutions passed at the Special! 
General Meeting held on 15 April 1935. This ts reported in 


Minutes XI. 
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The Building Work of Local Authorities 


Recent editorial notes in the JOURNAL | 
that the Institute is engaged in a camp 
that the large and increasing amount of buildin 
undertaken by local authorities shall in fi 
out by qualified architects. An account 
stages of the campaign may suitably be prefaced, 


reve aled 
ensure 

work 
carried 


SUCCESSIVE 


More 
especially for the benefit of the younger members of the 
profession, by a brief outline of the progress of events 


which has made it necessary. 


A POST-WAR DEVELOPMEN'I 


That local authorities should be respons or a larg 
part of the building work of the countr sentially 
a post-war development. Before thx building 
work undertaken by local authorities was comparatively 
small in volume and, with few exceptions, was given to 
privately practising architects to carry out Immedi- 
ately after the war, however, the phenom i snortage 
of houses compelled the Government to tal pecial and 
urgent measures to make good the deficiency, and thi 
local authorities were called on to be the principal 


house-building At first, under the 
**Addison’’ Housing Act of 1919, the worl 
out by area panels of architects undet 


agents of new 
carried 


] | 
| scheme 


of organisation. Unfortunately, the Government were 
unable to organise the supply ot mater! ; nd labout 
on a correspondingly national bas ind build unde 
the scheme was brought to a premature end by soaring 
prices. No blame for the failure attached to the archi- 
tects: the quality, in both planning and appearance, ot 
the houses built under the ‘‘Addison’? scheme was ex- 
ceedingly high—indeed, substantially higher, on the 
average, than that under subsequent schem: 

These subsequent schemes (which it is unnecessary 
to describe in detail here) have, i aryl \ s and 
with alternate emphasis on municipal d private 


enterprise, sought to apply the stimulus of subsidies, loan 
facilities and statutory 


1 
t ] 


powers to tne proauction ol 


working-class dwellings. In sum the volume and import- 


ince of the housing work of local authorities has in- 
creased enormously, and their responsibility and_ the 
prospective volume of their future work have been still 


further increased by the recent national campaign for 
slum clearance, and by the still wider campaign for the 
abatement of overcrowding and tor | 


Le Ve lop- 


ment projected under the Housing Bill now before Parlia 


ment. It is anticipated that at least hall million 
dwellings, either cottages or flats, will be provided by 
municipal effort within the next five ye 

During the same post-war period there has been a 


rapid increase in the volume of many othe 
municipal building works. Not only have lox 
ties become increasingly responsible for thi 

baths, 


ypes of 
] af = 
| authori- 
onstruction 


of libraries, swimming clinics and 


‘ ' 
hospitals 


“public” buildings of every kind, but the national 
| g 


demand for such buildings has steadily expan od with 
the growing range and complexity of social or: sation 
THE ORGANISATION OF MUNICIPAL 
BUILDING 

he methods adopted by local authorities for « arrying 
out their building works have varied widely. Some 0 
the larger towns have set up architectural or jhousing 
departments under the charge of salaried, qualified archi. 
tects. Others have set up sub-departments under th, 
charge of their engineers. A few have continued th, 
method of the “Addison” scheme by putting t their 


work to private practitioners, individually o1 


? 


4roups. 
ut large numbers have simply given the work 


oO the ir 
even to their sanitary in- 
spectors to carry out without any qualified arch 


advice or assistance. 


engineers or surveyors, or 
ectural 
‘hus at present we find, at on 
end of the scale, qualified architects (of whom a larg 
majority, whether salaried or in private practice, are 
members of the R.I.B.A.) in positions of full respon- 
sibility and doing work which is the admiration of the 
prolession; at the other end, totally unqualified officials 
executing schemes which, in extreme cases, can best be 
described as potential slums. 

lhe characteristics and the serious nature of the prin- 
cipal defects and abuses which have arisen under this 
or lack of system 


system are set out in the President’s 


circular letter to local authorities which is reprinted 
below; they vary widely in degree and type from place to 
place, but the sum effect is that, unless its public building 
methods are quickly and radically improved, the nation 
is likely to obtain at vast cost a large and all too per- 
manent equipment of fundamentally bad buildings. It 
is not necessary in the R.1.B.A. JOURNAL to preach this 
fact; it is common knowledge among members. All this 
building work could be a great deal better done and 
without additional cost. It is only by the employment 
of qualified architects that this can be achieved. 
rHE OBJECT OF THE CAMPAIGN 

Che foregoing outline has its omissions and generalisa- 
tions, but it will serve to indicate the reasons why the 
campaign for “The Statutory Recognition of Archi- 
tects’ has been undertaken. ‘The aim can be quite 
simply stated ; it is that registered architects should be 
employed to carry out, with full responsibility, all public 
building works of which the planning, appearance and 
the effect on public amenities are matters of importance 
it will be obvious that “registered architect”’ is the only 
definition of “‘qualified architect’? which is effective for 
statutory purposes and likely to be recognised by Parlia- 
ment The “recognition”? of architects which it 1s 
desired to obtain is, in many ways, analogous to that 
which has already been given to doctors, whose em- 
ployment in responsible charge of the public health 
services of local authorities is required by law. 
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is not for the Institute to say whether the 
iployed should be salaried officials or private 

The aim is to get qualified architects em- 
his work instead of unqualified men. Only 
effort of the whole profession can the aim be 


Clear! 
architect 
practiti 


ploved I 


yaunl 
ichieved | proportion to the success of the campaign, 
he Insti ‘s power to obtain satisfactory conditions of 


for its members will be increased. ‘The 
iistactory conditions under which many men 
ite official positions now work are not least 
abuses against which the campaign is 


employ! 
urossly 
in suboi 
among 
directed 

A sustained effort will be required, for both inertia 
ition have to be overcome. The authorities 
| and local are inevitably tempted, on political 
» view the matter in purely quantative terms. 
Phe objective of quality plus quantity must be made to take 
he place of an objective based on quantity only. 

THE OPENING OF THE CAMPAIGN 

During the summer of 1934 two preliminary memo- 
randa on the various aspects of the matter were approved 
by the Council of the Institute and referred to the Public 
Relations Committee, who were instructed to work out 
a scheme of public action and prepare the necessary 
documents for publication, 

[he first of these was a “*Memorandum on the Statu- 
tory Recognition of Architects’? which was sent by the 
Council to the Minister of Health in July, when the 
Housing Bill now before Parliament was still being pre- 
pared. The Memorandum was as follows: 


ind Op} 
hoth cen 


erounds 


ProposALS REGARDING THE STATUTORY RECOGNITION O01 
QUALIFIED ARCHITECTS 

1. It is probably accepted by all persons of experience that 
qualified architects should be employed on all works where 
skilled planning is required and civic amenities affected. 
Itmust be admitted that this is not the case at the present time. 
On town halls, churches and large private houses, architects 
are nearly always engaged. They are more rarely employed 
on factories, warehouses, garages and other industrial and 
commercial buildings. Among the larger buildings of publi: 
authorities a higher proportion of architect designed work is 
usually found; but large numbers of building works, which are 
considered to be of more utilitarian character, are regularly 
carried through, without the assistance of architects, by the 
engineers, surveyors and sanitary inspectors of public authori- 
ties. The appearance and planning of such buildings, of which 
bridges, tram and bus shelters, public conveniences, baths and 
wash-houses, bandstands and refreshment rooms in public 
parks, water, gas and electricity works are typical examples, 
are, in fact, almost always of considerable, and frequently of 
vital, importance to civic amenities. Though in many such 
cases it is essential to employ a qualified engineer, it is just as 
essential to employ a qualified architect with equal responsi- 
bility. The common practice by which municipal engineers o1 
surveyors get their architectural designing done by archi- 
tectural assistants, who work under hampering restrictions and 
without responsibility or credit for their achievements, cannot 
produce the most satisfactory results from the public point of 
view. This also applies to housing or rehousing schemes 
carried out under the same conditions. 
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2. ‘The qualifications of doctors, solicitors and others have 


now for many years been fully defined on a comprehensive 
statutory basis, and it has accordingly been found possible to 
make their employment compulsory in many matters of public 
health and public business. One of the principal difficulties that 
has faced all attempts to make the use of qualified professional 
assistance of architects obligatory in building matters in the 
past has been that the qualifications for professional standing 
and competence have been ill-defined and without national 
sanction. Until recently no such definition had been applied 
to the profession of architecture, and any attempt to give 
special recognition or standing to architects by statute has been 
faced with the fundamental difficulty that the word “‘architect” 
had no precise meaning. This difficulty has, however, been 
overcome by the Architects’ Registration Act of 1931; a regis- 
tered architect is now a legally defined person and, for the 
future, the professional competence of all registered architects 
is assured by the system of examinations established under the 
Act. 

3. The purpose of this memorandum is to urge that it should 
be made obligatory for qu ilified architects to be employed to 
design and superintend all! building works of which the plan- 
ning or appearance are matters of importance, and of which 
public authorities, whether local or central, are the building 
owners, or for which such authorities provide financial assis- 
tance either by loan or by subsidy. 

1. If it be assumed that the principle is accepted by which 
qualified architects are employed on all building work of the 
classes defined in paragraph three above (without prejudice to 
the employment of engineers, surveyors or other professionally 
or technically qualified persons in addition), it is clear that the 
principle can only be translated into law and practice by stages 
and over a period of time. 

5. As a first stage it is urged that provision should be made 
for the compulsory employment of qualified architects to design 
and superintend all house building by public authorities and 
all house building by private persons or companies which is 
financed or subsidised from public funds. No type of building 
is more essentially the sphere of the architect than domestic 
building. Moreover, vast public expenditure on housing is 
anticipated in the next few years; in no branch of building 
work are economy and efficiency through expert planning and 
sound construction more important; in no branch are good 
appearance and lay-out more essential to the preservation and 
enhancement of civic and landscape amenities. ‘The new 
Housing Bill which is « xpec ted to be brought forward in 1935 
provides a convenient opportunity for making the provision 
here proposed, and it is urged that the appropriate clauses 
should be included in the Bill. More detailed proposals as to 
the terms of such clauses will be formulated if this proposal is 
found acceptable in principle. An obvious method, should more 
positive provisions be thought impracticable for the present, 
would be to make the sanction or granting of loans by the central 
government dependent on assurance that architects would be 
responsibly employed on the works for which the loans were 
required, 

6. It is not the purpose of this memorandum to urge the 
employment of salaried as opposed to privately practising 
architects or vice versa. It is felt that public authorities should 
be left to decide for themselves the basis on which they employ 
the services of qualified architects. 

To this Memorandum the Minister made the following 


reply, dated 28 July 1934: 
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Vinistry of Health, 
2 Ju 1934 
Dear Sir,—Sir Hilton Young asks me to thank you for 


your letter of the 23 July, sending him a memorandum entitled 
‘Proposals Regarding the Statutory Recognition of Qualified 
Architects,’ and to say that it seems to him that the Royal 
Institute have set out their point of view on this subject so 
clearly in this memorandum that it is not ne or him to 
trouble them to send a deputation to amplify it. Sir Hilton 
thinks that the importance of securing good lay-out and con- 
struction in house building is universally recognised and he has 
read with interest the proposal which the Royal Institute make 
in this connection. He feels that the most useful step that he 
can take at the present moment in connection with this proposal 
is to consult the responsible associations of 
who are primarily responsible for house « 
proceeding to do. 

Though this reply seemed not unfavourable to the 
Institute’s proposals, the Housing Bill when introduced 
did not make any provision to meet them, presumably 
because of opposition by the “‘responsible 
local authorities.” 

As a further approach the following ‘‘ Memorial’ was 
sent to the Minister after the ( 
January 1935. 


essary 


1uthorities 


I his he 1S 


nstruction 


iSSOC iations of 


entenary 


Banquet in 


The Royal Institute of British Architects wishes to 
assure you of its intense interest in the Provisions of the 
recent Bill in connection with Slum Clearance and the 
better housing of the working classes: and desires, in this 
matter, to call your attention to the words of the Prince 


as gracious 


of Wales at the Annual Banquet at which he 


enough to be our guest of honour. The following is an 
extract from His Royal Highness’s speech: ‘J want to 
request your great profession, which is so intimately connected with 
the building of the homes of the people, 1 special stud 
of this great housing problem, and see what can be done not onl) 
to lessen the cost of those li ing co? litions, but to raise thei) 
quality and their amenities.’ 

This was followed by a speech by the President of the 
Royal Institute in which he spoke as follow: 

‘In so far as the community has ignored in these matters the 
contribution that architects are alone trained to supply. I say that 
the community is, and has been shown to be. definite nd diun- 
gerously wrong.’ 

The Council of the Royal Institute desires to point out: 


(1) that the architectural profession is re ind wailing 
to assist in this National Service; 

2) that the existing staffs of many lox 
not at the moment equipped with the knowledge 
perience required for solving completely the 
which arise; 

(3) that just as the medical profession is r« 
necessity in dealing with questions of Public 
architectural profession should be similarly 
Statute as being essential to questions of National Housing 
where vast sums of public money are beir xpended and 
where the public has the right to demand that 1 
should be wisely and economically spent 
THE APPROACH TO MEMBERS Ol 

PARLIAMENT 
When, as already noted, the Housing Bill was found 
to contain no reference to the employment of architects, 
the Public Relations Committee decided to continue the 
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campaign by a direct approach to Member; Parlia- 


ment, some of whom had already expressed th nterest 
in the matter. A letter, enclosing a copy of lemo- 
randum on the Statutory Recognition of Arch tS, was 
sent to a selected list of members. The respons: good, 
and a considerable body of support was promi d. Mr. 
Alfred Bossom moved an amendment in Stan Com- 
mittee A, which was also supported by Sir Pe: larris: 
the amendment was, however, negatived afte: \Linis- 
ter of Health had declined to accept it. These + . ceed. 
ings have already been reported in the editori: lumns 
of the last two Journats. As far as Parliamy ; COn- 


cerned there the matter rests for the moment 


THE APPROACH TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES 


[t is clear that the Government is likely to | 


posed 
to any reorganisation that may delay the exe ion of 
slum clearance and house-building programn more- 
over, they are bound to pay attention to the wishes of th 
local authorities, as the agents made responsible for th 
work. While it is not admitted that any delay need it 
fact be caused by the Institute’s proposals, it has become 
increasingly clear that the campaign must be extended 
to a wider tront, by direct approach to the local authori- 


ties themselves. members ol 


It the corporations and 
councils can be brought to see that their building work 
might be better done, they can themselves take th 
necessary steps without the need of Parliamentary or 
departmental direction. Accordingly the following circu- 
lar letter, signed by the President, was sent in April 1935 
local authorities 
Britain and Northern Ireland: 


to some 2,250 throughout Great 
5 April 1935. 
Sir,—I am asked by my Council to ask you to bring to thi 
attention of your Council a memorial which was sent by them 
to the Minister of Health on 22 January 1935, in the following 
terms: 
The ** Memorial”? was here quoted in full. 
In communicating this memorial to your Council, my Counci 
desires me to add some further observations on the matter 
1. There is a growing public demand for a closer attentio! 
to the efficiency, convenience and good appearance of al 
classes of building works than has usually been given in the 
past. Not only has there been a marked rise in the standards 
demanded for civic amenity: there has also been a correspond- 
ing increase, through the Town and Country Planning Act ani 
other recent measures, in the powers of Local Authorities t 
enforce and maintain such standards. But the public demand 
cannot be satisfied, nor the Authorities’ powers adequate) 
exercised, unless the design and supervision of building works 
are placed in charge of those who possess the necessary tech- 
nical skill and experience. Such skill and experience are, more- 
over, the best guarantee that the application of the nation’s 
resources, whether public or private, to building developments 
will be directed by true and far-seeing economy. In this con- 
nection my Council believe that the Government and th 
nation are rapidly approaching the view that all building 
works, of which the planning or appearance are matters 0! 
importance, should receive the special consideration that on! 
qualified architects can give. 
There is no better way by which Local Authorities ca! 











935 


rlia- 
Test 
mo- 
Was 
0d, 
Mr, 
OmMm- 
ris: 
nis 
ed. 
mns 


‘On- 


ES 


sed 


ying 








yx May 1035 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 
procure eral improvement in the building development 
of their a han by themselves setting an example. It is to be 


in many cases, the organisation of Local 
uilding works falls far short of the requisite 
ficiency, and that the works themselves are often 
ent both in convenience of planning, economy of 
nd beauty of appearance. ‘The works in question 


regretted 
\uthoritt 
standard 

] 


seTLOUSIS 


onstruc 

are by 1 ans limited to the public housing activities. to 
shich, it of the large prospective increase through slum 
clearane | the abatement of overcrowding, the above- 
juoted 1 rial to the Minister of Health had special refer- 
nce: such major public buildings as assembly halls, 
municipal ollices, schools, hospitals and libraries. Just as 


rta civic amenities is a wide range of buildings com- 
y Cl dered to be of a humbler and more utilitarian 
ich as bridges, bus shelters, public conveniences, 


1m 


iaracle! 


yaths and wash-houses, water, gas and electricity works, and 
bandstar ind refreshment rooms in public parks. 


». In urging that on the design and supervision of all such 


works Local \uthorities should employ the services of qualified 
architects, giving them a full measure of responsibility, my 
Council has no wish to claim for architects any part of the work 


which is properly the function of other professions. It will in 
many cases be equally desirable that qualified engineers or 
surveyors should also be employed with similar responsibility. 
While it is not the purpose of this letter to urge the claims of 
qualified official architects as against those of qualified archi- 

is in private practice, or vice versa, it is the view of my Council 
that in the case of all buildings of major civic importance the 
services of the architect in private practice, possibly in colla- 
horation with the official architect where such is employed, 
will give the most satisfactory results. Similarly in cases in 
which the volume of architectural work carried out by a Local 
\uthority does not justify the employment of a full-time officia! 
architect, it is urged that the community is best served by 

tilising the services of architects in private practice rather 

than entrusting such work to unqualified men. 

j. That many Authorities do not employ qualified architects 
at all, or employ them only in a subordinate capacity without 
freedom or responsibility, is evident from the large number of 
representations and complaints which are continually being 
received by the Royal Institute, both from its members in all 
parts of the country and from other persons and bodies interested 
in civic amenities. In many cases public buildings, of obvious 
importance to civic amenities, are being designed and super- 
vised by officials who admittedly have no architectural quali- 
fications. In other cases such buildings are being designed 
ostensibly by unqualified officials, but actually by qualified 
assistants who work without responsibility, under hampering 
restrictions and usually without any credit for their achieve- 
ments. ‘There is ample evidence that the normal result of such 
failure to obtain qualified and responsible architectural advice 

a serious loss of efficiency and amenity. 

j. The Royal Institute also receives, from its members and 
others, frequent representations and complaints regarding a 
lurther, separate, though related, matter 
private architectural work by the whole-time officials of Public 
\uthorities. This practice is so clearly indefensible from every 
point of view that its occurrence is usually unacknowledged 
and often unknown to the employing Authority, though the 
available evidence shows it to be widespread, especially in 
It need hardly be pointed out that the harm which 
results is by no means confined to the unfair competition with 
local architects in private practice, who, as ratepayers, are 
contributing to the officials’ salaries. The Authorities them- 


rural areas 
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selves suffer loss, since a large part of the private work so under- 
taken by their officials is done in the Authorities’ time and 
offices, using the Authorities’ materials, light and heat; the 
system of building regulations is often abused by improper 
precedence and licence being given to plans so prepared; while, 
since the officials concerned have, in general, no architectural 
qualifications, the effect of the practice is damaging to the 
efficiency and amenity of local building. My Council feels 
that this practice could be abolished if all Authorities took 
effective steps (1) to obtain specific undertakings from then 
whole-time officials that they would not do any private archi- 
tectural work, except of a purely personal character and by 
special consent, and (2) to require that all plans submitted fon 
approval under building regulations should be signed by the 
person who has actually made the design and fills the position 
of architect in relation thereto. 

I am, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
Gites GILBERT Scorr, President. 


This letter has now been circulated to the press, and 
strenuous efforts are being made and will be continued, 
by this and other means, to bring the Institute's purpose 
to the notice of the public at large. 


ALLIED SOCIETIES AND INDIVIDUAL 
MEMBERS 

The campaign is very much the concern of the 
R.I.B.A. Allied Societies. ‘They have been mainly 
responsible for providing the evidence on which the 
various documents have been based, and they have been 
informed of all steps taken. ‘The individual attention, 
which allied societies alone can give to the local authori- 
ties in their areas, is likely to be the most powerful 
influence to the desired end. They have been asked 
to forward the work by taking the following steps: 

a) To support the campaign by deputations, inter- 
views, and other representations to local authorities; 

b) To ventilate local abuses in the local press; 

c) To keep the matter under continued and systema- 
tic observation, making further local representations 
where old abuses continue or fresh abuses arise: 

d) To make reports, through the Secretary, to the 
Council on the effect of the campaign and on specific 
cases of new or continued abuse. 

A full and early measure of success will not be 
achieved unless the collective efforts of the Institute and 
its Allied Societies are backed by the individual efforts 
of their members. Members should help by taking 
every opportunity presented to them, whether in public 
speeches, in letters to the press, or in personal contacts, 
of pressing the profession’s aims and capacity for service 
in this national question. They should also help by 
supplying the Public Relations Committee or their own 
Allied Society with information on the mannerin which the 
building work of local authorities in their districts is carried 
out. and on any abuses or detects connected therewith. 

J. ALAN SLATER, 
Chairman, Public Relations Committee. 
Joun Dower, 
Convener, Professional Service Sub-Committee. 
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Review of Practice 
THE LONDON BUILDING ACT (AMENDMENT) BILL 
By Atrrep H. Barnes [F.| 

Our present building laws originated from the Great Co put the matter briefly) that the cl: of YJ 
Fire of 1666. Subsequent Acts, Amendment Acts and London Building Act relating to the const: on aj 
Amendments of Amendment Acts produced a confusion conversion of buildings be repealed togeth« ith tl 
that was tidied up by the London Building Act of 1930. Second and Third Schedules to the Act (relating 

Nevertheless, building law has not kept pace with thickness of walls and steel frame building 1 Ctivel 
progress in building methods. Since the 1894 Act and and that the L.C.C. be empowered to substitute bye. 
even after the 1909 Act unusual changes took place in laws. 
methods of construction, new mate rials appeared and Inc identally, the First Schedule fire-resis nik 
to a great extent empiricism gave place to science rials) is not so dealt with. It is true that Part {II of 1 

In February 1931 the London County Council set up Schedule gives the Council power to add to it m tin 
an Advisory Committee “to consider and re port to the to time, but there are no corresponding powers of dele- 
Council as to any necessary amendments of the London tion. Apart from the Schedule being in contradiction y 
Building Act, 1930.”’ After a labour extending over four the British Standard Definition of “* Fire Resistance 
years this Committee has now issued its report.* Not B.S.S. 476) the fire-protective virtues of, e.g., concr 
only has this Committee had to deal with the time lag building elements composed of coke breeze and calcine: 
between the existing building law and present practice; vypsum are, to say the least, debatable. In view of tJ 
but it must be remembered that the development in the fact that the Building Research Fire Testing Station wi 
science of building has been greater in those four vears shortly be available, it would be a pity if we were not 
than in any other corresponding period, and the work of a position to take full advantage of whatever new fact 
the Committee may be regarded as having been done on scientific research may have to reveal. 
a running machine. With regard to the conversion of buildings, under th: 

This rapidity of evolution in building has brought new proposals a change of user which affects the sta- 
with it its own difficulty. Obviously, time lag between bility of a structure will be regarded as a conversior 
building law and building practice must be to the detri- even though no structural alterations take place. A 
ment of the latter, and at the present rate of progress the warehouse designed for the storage of cardboard boxes 
time between the inception of new laws and their incor- will be deemed to have been converted if it be employ 
poration in an Act of Parliament would be such as to for the storage of pig-iron; but, conversely, if a warehous 
render some laws obsolete on their enactment. Nothing be required for cardboard boxes it will not be necessa 
can alter an Act of Parliament but another Act, and so to design it for pig-iron. 
the legislative process of the law chasing practice would Che Bill provides that, before making a bye-law, 1! 
go on like the proverbial donkey and the carrots Council, besides advertising the fact, must send a coy 

Bye-laws, on the other hand, are more facile and of the proposed bye-law to various specified persons and 
speedy. They can be revised and altered to suit any new bodies, including the Royal Institute; the Minister 
occasion with relatively little delay Health, who is to be the sanctioning authority, shall con- 

With these facts in view the objects of the new Bill sider any objections that may be raised before sanction- 
are best explained by quoting from its own preamble: ing the bye-law in question. 

whereas it is expedient that certain of the provisions Apart from the increased ease with which the building > 
el die ceil Ain” (Laden Baillie = ‘eles ‘Sielaiilan tn die code can be amended and altered under the propos | 
construction of buildings and structures should be revised and conditions, further elasticity is secured by the provisi 
made more adaptable to changes of practice in relation to such of powers of modification or waiver in the case of any ‘ | 
construction :” the bye-laws where the particular circumstances ol ai 

“And whereas it is expedient that the regulation and control specific building so warrant. A register is to be kept lo fa 
of certain of the matters connected wit uch construction public inspection of all such modifications and waive! J; 
should be effected by means of byt -laws made by the London together with the terms and conditions. Such a regist 
sa ha pPaeeae  tonee i tws should operate in of past concessions would not only serve as a cuide | = 

“And whereas the objects aforesaid cannot be obtained with- future applicants but should be of inestimable service | on 
out the authority of Parliament:” the revision of the bye-laws from time totime. il 

‘‘May it therefore please Your Majesty that it may be Itis probable that as long as architects build building Site p 


enacted... they will bear the yoke of building laws. It behoves 

therefore to be grateful for anything which renders th 

Rake ok the Aiviteonu Connell eae yoke more elastic and less liable to chafe. This the B 
Building Act, 1930. P. S. King and Son, Ltd. 4 is certainly calculated to do. 
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The brickwork is in multicoloured facings with flared headers 


Architect: Stanley G. Livock (F.| 

This building was the result of a competition, limited to architects practising in 
the County of Norfolk, and assessed by Mr. Robert Atkinson [/.] in March 1931. 
It was the first to be undertaken of the new municipal buildings, for which a central 
area in the city was purchased by the Corporation. A site plan of this area is on 
the left. 

‘The organisation of the brigade is unusual in that it is a department of the City 
Police, the men after service in the brigade being transferred to ordinary police duties. 
The office of the Weights and Measures Department is included in the scheme. 
PLANNING 

A point of first importance in the planning of a fire station is that the engines shall 
be able to leave rapidly and with as little obstruction as possible. ‘The Norwich fire 
station is well placed in the middle of the city, with the main doors giving on to 
Bethel Street, which carries little traffic and by the setting back of the new building 
has been increased to 60 feet in width. 

The main block contains the engine house on the ground floor, recreation and 
mess rooms on the first floor and quarters for unmarried men on the second floor. 
There is a rifle range in the roof space. At the west end of the main block is a 
return wing of flats for married firemen and a sick ward unit; a garage occupies the 
ground floor. On the north side of the drill yard is the tower used for hose-drving 
and escape practice, and also the workshops and some additional garages. ‘he 
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SCALE OF F THE ENGIN 
HOUSE 
Weights and Measures office con d with this Phe engine hous 
ant. has eight large bay 
: and one shorter and 
All the floors of the main block and retu wing have : nme 
te ie ; wider one; th 
sliding poles giving access to the engine house at eithe: ‘ 
: ' : lorme1 are — usec 
end and planned in conjunction with the stair landings. : ; 
2 s : both for engines an 
Ihe poles run in two drops, necessitating changing poles ybul 1 t] 
ambulances and th 
at first floor level. At the foot of each pole 1S a large RACCA ICANT : : 
= sag , ; DASOLIVIEN| latter for smal 
sorbo” rubber mat and the spring-cl 1 doors are 3 
trailer pumps. A 
fastened with the usual overhead ( 


the bays have accordion-type doors at either end, thos 
viving on to the street being fitted with quick-opening gear 
e: operated by a cord within reach of the driver’s seat 
lhe doors are of teak and unglazed; daylight is admitted 
through pavement lights in the projecting portions ove: 
the doors (see section). A point that should be noted 
the ample size of the engine house. This avoids any risk 
of congestion and consequent loss of time when fireme! 
are running to the engines on an alarm being given 


A system of pipes to which the engine exhausts can bi 
coupled is installed. ‘The ends of these pipes are in smal 
floor pits and they discharge into a flue running to the 
roof. ‘The engines are run at regular intervals to keep 
them warm and the exhaust system allows this to be dont 
without driving the engines out. A system of lov 


general heating. ‘The walls are lined with large cream) 
buff glazed tiles and the floor with hard quarry tiles. 


rHE DUTY ROOM 

[he duty room commands a view of the engine hous 
through glazed screens. ‘This room may be called th 
brain of the building. Here is received information 





temperature floor panels under the engines supplies the 
I I g 
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alarm bells and ‘‘call” lights throughout the building, 
including two powerful external floodlights; they work 
through relays. A filing system that can be rapidly con- 
sulted gives information on routes to, and water supplic ; 
in, areas outside the city for which the brigade is either 


oa in part or wholly responsible. The ve hicles which are to 
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turn out in answer to a call can be indicated by red 
ignal lights in each bay, controlled from the duty room. 

















NS CUBICLES i 
eo . AOD 
fires by telephone or by special automatic alarms con- ‘THE HOSE TOWELR 
nected direct to buildings having a special fire hazard. The hose tower is 54 feet high inside, allowing full 
[wo ordinary tumbler switches turn on respectively all length hose to be hoisted for drying. ‘The total clearance 


has to be half the 
length of the longest 
hose, which is 
uspended by th: 
middle of its length 
with the ends hane- 
ing down. A winch 
gear is supplied fon 
hoisting, but when 
only a few lengths 
of hose have to be 
dried it is found 
quicker for two men 
to pull up by hand. 
A battery of heating 
pipes supplies a 
warm draught, but 
when quick drying 
is desirable this is 
supplemented with 
a brazier. An iron 
ladder connects. ; 
series of plattorms 
and windows for 
rescue practice. 


The hose tower. offic 
of the Ws gehts and 
Measures Department 
and the entrance to the 


yard. The windows in 


the tower are used for 
scape practice 








THE RECREATION ROOMS 


On the first floor are two recreation rooms, divided by 
a folding partition into a library and billiards room. 
"The walls are panelled in stained (Drytone) gaboon with 
darker recessed horizontal strips. ‘The dado is painted 


pale green and contains flush panel radiators; the picture 


rail and dado capping are ebonised. The floor is of 


teak in narrow boards, secret nailed. Lighting is by 
indirect chromium-plated bowls fixed to the walls and 
reflecting from a full gloss cream ceiling 


rHE STRUCTURE AND EQUIPMENT 


The main block is of steel construction on concrete 
piers, some of considerable depth, as there was much 
made soil on the site which was riddled with old wells, 
cesspools and pothole S$. 

Hollow brick wall filling has been used for the uppet 
floors, whilst the lower floors of the wings are ot solid 
brickwork carried on reinforced concrete foundations. 

Two inch multicoloured facing bricks are used with 
flared headers forming a simple diaper, dressings are 
ol Portland stone to the roads and ot artific ial stone to 
walls of the drill vard 





Th engine house. krom eft to right: o i the lid no poles, the door to thi 


reens and door of the duty room 
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exe’ of the engine house showing top lighting over the 
red signal lamps in the bays 
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rhe fk are of hollow-tile construction and the 
pitched r ) i 
af steel anc. doors mainly of teak. A feature of the con- 
sruction is the use of materials and fittings of known 
durability. Heating is by low-pressure hot water from 


oke-fired ilers. 
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; faced with Norfolk pantiles. Windows are 












/ 


The consulting structural engineer was Mr. E. W. Cook, 


A.M.I.C.E., the consulting engineer for the mechanical equip- 
ment was Mr. W. W. Nobbs, MLD. Mech.E., the quantity sur- 
veyor was Mr. H. J. Venning [A.), F.S.L., and the Clerk o/ 
Works was Mr. J. G. Jury. 























The library 














The recreation room is panelled in gaboon and has a teak floor 


CONTRACTORS AND SUPPLIERS 
GENERAL CONTRACTORS: Simms, Sons and Cooke, Ltd. 
STRUCTURE: Facing bricks, the Daneshill Brick Co. 

Structural steelwork, Boulton and Paul, Ltd. Hollow tile 
floors, Caxton Floors, Ltd. Portland stone and fixing, Saun- 
ders. Ltd. Artificial stone, Stuart’s Granolithic Co., Ltd. Stone 
carving, Hubert Millar. 

STRUCTURAL FINISH: Panelling, etc., Drytone Joinery. 
Ltd. Tiling and terrazzo, Carter and Co., Ltd. Hardwocd 
flooring, Stevens and Adams, Ltd. Asphalt, General Asphalt 
Co., Ltd. Pavement and roof lights, Haywards, Ltd. Steel 
windows, C. E. Welstead, Ltd. 

STRUCTURAL EQUIPMENT: Heating, hot water and 
electrical installations, G. N. Haden and Sons, Ltd. Lifts, Evans 
Lifts, Ltd. Locks, ironmongery and quick-opening gear, James 
Gibbons, Ltd. Clocks, Gent and Co., Ltd. Sliding poles, 
Merryweather and Sons, Ltd. Sanitary fittings, Doulton and 
Co., Ltd. Cooking equipment, James Slater and Co., Ltd. 
Hose hoisting gear, Pank and Son. Sliding and folding door 
gear, O’Brien. Thomas and Co., Ltd. Wrought ironwork and 
lettering, Eric Munday, Ltd. 
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Review of Construction and Materials 
This series is com from all source ibuting technical information of use to architects. These source re 
cipally the many research bodies, both official and industrial, individual experts and the R.ILB.A. Science ing 
ws am " > - . r 2 ah 
Committee. Every effort is made é ire thal the injormation given shall be as accurate and authoritative a bie 
Questions are invited from readers utter red by this section; they should be addressed to the Technica n 
T he following are addresses and telephone numbers which are likely to be of use to those members seeking technical information. are 
many other bodies d o with sf branch research whose addresses can be obtained from the Technical Editor. | uld 
remind readers that these bodies exist for the service vf Architects and the Building Industry and are always pleased to answe) 
The Director, The Building Research Station, Garston, Nr. Watford, Herts. Telegrams: ‘Research Phone Watford.”’ O ne 
9-30 to 5.30. Saturdays 9 to 12. 20. 
The Director, The Forest Products Research Laboratory, Princes Risborough, Bucks. Telephone: Princes Risborough ror. 7 
“*Timberlab Princes Risborough.” Office hours, 9.15 to 5.30. Saturdays 9.15 to 12. 
The Director, The British Standards Ir n, Victoria Street, London, S.W.1. Telephone: Victoria 3127 and 3128. T nis: 
‘Standards Sowest London.”’ Of Saturdays 9.30 te 30. 
The Technical Manager, The Building Centre Ltd., 158, New Bond Street, London, W.1. Telephone: Regent 2701, 2705. O} urs, 
10to6. Suturdays 10 to 1. 
+ rm ~ ‘ y mI mI) Y ~ “ al al 
NOTES ON REFUSE DISPOSAL 
The problem of the disposal of hot s in recent where service lifts and porterage are provide: dustbir 
vears received a considerable amount tud The recent service appears to work well enough, depending t exter 
increase in the numbers of flat dwellings nicipal and on the frequency of collection. Where in flats there kitel 
commercial, is responsible for this, at any rate i is country balcony or steel service stair on which the dustbir stand 
Che matter is, however, verv muc! is to what the open air the system is reasonably sanitary, t! 1 da 


constitutes a sanitary system or ¢ bound up 





with the varying methods of tion and fir disposal by 
local authorities. There are, therefore, no standardised con- 
ditions of application and few agreed t such as e govern- 


ing house sewage systems 


THE DUSTBIN 


In the case ol private houses and 7 sDENSIVe 





service of emptying ts desirable and the bins should be washe 
from time to time. 
It can be said here 


the pr 


that most dustbins are far too flimsy an 
actice of 
use of a standard bin of substantial construction 
commended, They are empowered to do so under 
cf the Public Health (Amendment Act) 1890. 

Che ordinary types of dustbin appear to be design 
little regard to their efficient The common cylindrica 
a right angle between the wall and bottom 


some authorities of recommending 


insisting 
on the is tob 


Section 2! 


ed wit 





use, 





form 


gives 
it is almost impossible to clean out. The absence of vertica 
ribs results in dented sides when the bin is tipped on the edg 
of a lorry. Where large numbers of dustbins have to be used 
is in hotels and restaurants, it would be desirable to have bins 
designed to stand on one another when full and to nest together 
Such a design should be tapering and with a 
thereby avoiding all internal angles), rein- 
a base lik 


when empty. 
rounded bottom 
forced with vertical external ribs, and with feet or 
milk can: the lid would be flat and have a diske 
\ sketch of this suggestion is shown in Fig. 1. A bin 
this type would probably be more costly than the usual lig! 
sheet steel affairs, but in hotel equipment life is usually mor 
important than first We understand that Messrs. | 
Lyons and Co. use a bin that somewhat resembles this design. 
I'he problem of disposal becomes of importance in tenements 
ard cheaper commercial flats where standing labour charg 


that of a 


handle. 


cost. 


1ust be reduced to a minimum. 


Some local authorities still prefer a dustbin system for t 
ments, the bins usually standing on the access balconies. Th» 


is Open to several objections: unless recesses are provided, l 
bins tend to block the passage way; children play on 

balconies and it can be considered undesirable for them | 
round dustbins; the labour of carrying them up 4! 
stairs is considerable and, though this is not direct 
ippeal 


nl 
play 
down 
chargeable to the maintenance costs of the building. 
as a debit in the form of rates. 
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THE DESIGN OF CHUTES 
Phe tendency has therefore been to make use of some form of 
ute built into the structure. The design of these varies 
cording to the ideas of the designer, the method of collection 
authority and the sanitary by-laws, though very few 
It can be said, however, 


by the low a 
of the last cover refuse chutes as such. 
hat a good chute system should fulfil the following require- 
ments: absence of smell at the hopper either when open, closed 

r partially open (the last is the most difficult to achieve 
size, position and shape of the hopper designed to admit refuse 
without spilling; the chute large enough to admit ordinary 
house refuse without choking and the hopper small enough to 
exclude bulky objects liable to cause choking; an impervious 
ind durable lining to the chute; adequate ventilation both in 
the form of air inlet and open top to the chute and the placing 
of the hopper on an open balcony or stair and not in a 
room; Collection at the foot without risk of spilling and soiling 
the surrounding structure or blowing about in windy weather. 
In this country it is customary to use chutes from 12 to 15 inches 
in diameter, though in other countries they are often smaller. 
For instance, in France a usual diameter is 5 to 6 inches, the 
hopper being designed to exclude bottles, tins and small boxes. 
It would seem desirable, however, to design chute systems to 
take as many kinds of house refuse as possible. 

The usual materials are glazed stoneware, asbestos-cement 
and galvanised sheet iron for the chutes and cast iron and 
galvanised sheet for the hoppers. Glazed stoneware is probably 
the best material, since it is impervious and hard wearing but 
suffers from the disadvantage that the points where the 
hoppers enter have to be made good with cement rendering. 
In the case of asbestos-cement it is possible to obtain specially 
moulded units to take the cast-iron hoppers. (Fig. 2.) Sheet 
iron pipe should be galvanised after manufacture; but its life 
is problematical and it is noisy in use, particularly when the 
lute takes tins and bottles. The risk of fire from lighted 
igarette ends should also be borne in mind when considering 


ite construction, 


BY-LAWS REGULATING CHUTE 
CONSTRUCTION 
\s stated above. by-laws directly controlling the construc- 
tion of chutes are almost non-existent. The London County 
Council are at present considering the establishment of a new 
by-law which, if passed, is likely to be extensively copied by 
ther authorities. It is therefore worth outlining the main 
provisions. They cover the following points: Collecting by 
istbin or chute is envisaged: a metal dustbin having a close- 


Cc 
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wheeled containers (described later in this article) are allowed 
and described; “suitable storage accommodation” for bin or 
container is to be provided ‘‘in the open air” at “the ground o1 
chutes to be not less than 12 inches in 


fitting lid is demanded, excluding the use of boxes or baskets; 


other suitable level’’: 

diameter and of “glazed stoneware or other suitable hard 
and impervious material with a smooth inner surface”; a 
damper or shutter to be provided at the foot of the chute for 
use when the bin or container is removed; the hoppers to be 
placed in“ freely ventilated positions not within or communi- 
cating directly with any room in any house, or any public 
room, or any room in any building used for the manufacture, 
preparation or sale of food or drink for man” (this will affect 
hotels and restaurants); the hopper to prevent the emission of 
dust or effluvium; the floor surface adjacent to the hopper to 
be of a “thard, jointless and impervious material’? having an 
area of at least 9 square feet; the shaft to be ventilated; the 
chamber at the foot of the shaft is described in some detail 
and is to have at least one external wall and the interior wall 
surfaces “rendered in cement trowelled smooth.”’ It will be 
realised that this by-law may be amended before it is passed, 
but it serves to indicate the main lines which regulation is 


1h 
Lint 


lv to take. 
WASHING OUT CHUTES 

The proposed by-law makes no mention of provision for 
washing out the chutes. This is very much subject to opinio1 
The chutes certainly become foul with use, but one school of 
thought contends that it does not matter provided the hopper 
doors are reasonably air-tight. Another school maintains that 

fact the doors rarely are air-tight at all times; and there is 
much to be said for this belief. Washing out is usually done by 
means of sparge pipes at the head of the chute discharging 

sufficient volume of water to wash away matter adhering 
to the walls. This must be done when the chute is not in use, 
that is at night; the bin or container must be removed so that 
the water can reach a gulley provided in the chamber below. 
Che operation is liable to be noisy, particularly with sheet 
iron chutes. In general, chutes fitted with wash-out installations 
are relatively few in number. Since refuse contains grease, it 
seems likely that washing out is effective only where a large 
volume of water is used, or where washing is supplemented 
with cleaning by a sweep’s brush. 
HOPPER DESIGN 


Obviously very much depends on the design of hopper, as 


is at this point the risk to occupants arises. Three designs of 








hopper are here illustrated. Fig. 3 shows a type which projects 





HOPPER 


SHOWN DOTTED 
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from the wall: the action of opening tl lid rails ner lid 
con which the refuse is placed betwee1 
type is designed to encourage occupier ‘ 
newspapers or place it in paper bags iquids 
being poured in. Fig. 5 type is a fh ke 
a drawer and raising the inner flap | 

the inner flap is fully raised almost starts 
to move. Each of these types hi 5. 
advantages, and though they all work ill be 
clear that the degree of perfection obt r sani- 
tary fittings has not yet been reacl r} ld 
be compared with that included in tl f tl 
Cement Marketing Company’s Competition for Tenements 
shown on page 605 of the JouRNAL of 23 March 1935 


METHODS OF DISPOSAL FROM CHU 


As far as England is concerned either bins \ 
containers placed under the foot of tl hute form 1 
method of collection. Some authorities allow the refuse 
on to the floor of a chamber, from which it is she 1] 
lorries. It will be gencrally agreed, however, t the 
refuse blowing about and the smell likely to arise when thx 


is being done makes this undesirable. In the tet 


referred to in the preceding paragrap in ingenious 
was provided in which the feet of the chutes wen a 
a tunnel, having a track on which the | . 
be pushed to the end of the bloc} 

In America considerable progress has | ce 


methods of incineration on the sit \ 


plant are often supplied in small sing 


American design for a small incinerator. The 1 falls d 


into the incinerator and when it has 
quantity is fired by I 


a gas burner 


button placed in the kitchen. As soor 
and reaches a Ct rtain temperature 
gas supply. 

Destruction of refuse in the buildin s ¢ 
so desirable as it appears at first sight. In the first place 
still remains the ash to be disposed of. S 
built-up town it is probably better to bur 
in a properly constructed plant outside thi 


fuel value can be run the plant o1 nerat 
tricity, rather than to burn it more o1 s inefficie 
thousands of points inthe town itself. Moreover, refuse « 
in addition to fuel, fats and fertilisers which are rec 
indeed local authorities 
plants at a profit. In certain districts round London, tl 
brick trade depends largely onjthe refuse for pri 
mixed in the brick earth. 


utilised to 


some operate tne rerus¢ 
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Mention should be made here of the Garchey System, which 
was fully described in the JouRNAL of 14 April 19 In this 


the feet of the chutes are connected by horizontal | 
which the refuse is drawn by air suction. It is thet 
a central station. This system is not at present ad 
most sanitary by-laws in this country, though the cit 
is considering seriously its installation ona large tenement 
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scheme. 


THE CONTAINER SYSTEM 

In recent years considerable progress has been made in 
methods of collection and transport of refuse from 
to the centralised disposal stations. Various types of vehicles 
have been marketed, mainly with a view to rendering the 
emptying of dustbins and the carrying away of their contents 
less offensive in the streets than does the use of open carts, 
\ sé 
the carts and at the disposal station. The principal! objection 
o this line of development is that the labour of 
emptying dustbins is not reduced. 

Che Fre ighter-C lontaine! System 


comprises 


buildings 


ondary consideration has been ease of handling both into 


lifting and 


to give it its full name 


a series of special bins or containers, a lorry to 
hold tlem, and pieces of apparatus to allow the containers to 
be lifted on to the lorry. 


The 


containers 


are made in _ 7 = 
four sizes, namely, 14, 23, 3 . 


and & cubic yards, and are sup- 


plied by the local authority. They A 


are made of steel and are much 1) 
stronger than the ordinary dustbin. Fae 
Phey are fitted with curved sliding Cif 
or hinged lids on the top; the end is | 


formedasadoortopermitemptying. 
hey can be used as dustbins, 
and frequently are by restaurants 





and hotels and blocks of service ei 

flats, but not as a general rule by | 

single houses. They are, however, <o 

designed to be placed under the | 

outlets of refuse chutes and to stand ee) 

nasmall brick chamber at ground i 1 

level. The system is elastic and . | 

adaptable to all kinds of local | eo ‘) 
ynditions. |: |\somam | 
Collection isasfollows: Thelorry | | , E ay) 

or chassis starts out in the morning a. 
ith a full complement of empty apne 
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system Fig. 6. Reference: A, 
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D, gas burner. E, grid. F, 
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Fig. 7 

mtil the chassis is fully loaded. It then returns to the 
ch lisposal station, where the containers are emptied through 
nls ‘he end doors by tipping, washed and disinfected before re- 
ng listribution. It will be seen that the system has advantages. 
at both in the saving of labour and in providing better sanitary 
by conditions. 
ds The system is most easily operated where the chassis can 
is draw up directly alongside the container; in this case a stand 

is povided which holds the container at the level of the chassis, 

allowing the container to be pushed easily from the stand to 
in tne ¢ hassis. 
igs Where, as in a basement, the chassis cannot be brought to 
les the container, a truck is used for transport to and from the 
he hassis. This truck is carried on the back of the chassis. The 
its procedure is as follows: An empty container is rolled off the 
ts, hassis on to the truck, a hand winch gear and chain being 
to used for this. The truck is then detached from the chassis and 
on used to convey the container to its site, where it is rolled off 
nd the truck and the full container pulled on to the truck by means 

fthe winch gear and chain. The full container is then wheeled 

o, and pulled up on to, the chassis. Fig. 7 shows a container 
to with truck alongside, Fig. 8 a container being placed on the 
to hassis, and Fig. g containers on the chassis being tipped for 

‘mptying. 

It will be obvious that the use of the container system 
lepends on its adoption by local authorities and also on ar- 
rangements for its use by building owners. In the first place. 
the demand must be sufficient to justify the necessary outlay 
by the local authority; thereafter, the more the system is 
planned for by architects, the more efficient is the service likely 
to be. Where the system is operated by an authority and an 
architect wishes to arrange for its use in a building, he should 
bviously consult with the authority’s engineer or surveyor 
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to ensure that proper planning provision is made. The prin- 
cipal requirement is to make the collection of containers as 
easy as possible, so that they can be pushed direct on to the 
[his is not difficult to arrange with tenements, but is 
normally not possible with hotels, restaurants and blocks of 
flats on closely built-up sites. In these cases a route for the 
truck must be arranged which may include using the service 
lifts or having a cellar hoist provided. In the case of hotels, 
the amount of refuse is likely to be very large, and the means 
of getting it out of the building requires careful thought. 
It is not desirable that the same service lifts in which food is 
brought into the building should be used for taking out the 
refuse, as is very often the case. 

In large hotels, that is, of more than 50 bedrooms, it is 
desirable to plan two refuse sorting rooms, preferably super- 
imposed. Refuse is delivered by chute, truck or hand carriage 
to the upper room, where paper is removed and baled, and 
hotel silver ‘trescued”’; some hotels also have a press for tins. 
[he sorted refuse is then thrown into chutes delivering into 
containers in the lower room. Basement and sub-basement 
space is commonly used for these rooms, hence the necessity 
for a cellar hoist or lift for removal of containers. Architects 
are liable to overlook the importance of this service in hotel 


chassis. 





planning. The refuse can be both large in quantity and 
offensive; its disposal should be considered as an important 
sanitary service. 

Finally, the whole problem of refuse collection and disposal 
was fully reviewed a few years ago in a report submitted to the 
Ministry of Health by the Metropolitan Boroughs Standing 


Joint Committee on Methods of Refuse Disposal. his report 


has not been published, but it is understood that the recom- 
mendations were of a far-reaching nature and—if acted upon 

are likely to establish the practice of refuse disposal on a 
more scientific basis. 


This article has been written in collaboration with the Building 
Centre. We are indebted to Mr. 7. Gair, A.M.I.C.E., the Borough 
Engineer of St. Marylebone, for information concerning the operation 
of the freighter-container system in the Borough, and on the problems 
of refuse collection in general; also to Messrs. Morgan Brown and Co., 
Ltd., 300 High Holborn, W.C.1, for information on refuse chutes 
and for permission to reproduce their designs; and also to Messrs. 
Shelvoke and Drewry, Lid., of Letchworth, Herts, for information 
on, and illustrations of, their SD. freighter-container system. 
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Book Reviews 


PHILIP WEBB.* 


There is nothing about Webb in the Dictionary of 
National Biography, which prints a long article on his 
contemporary, Sir Gilbert Scott. Scott was given 
honourable burial in Westminster Abbey. How many 
of the people who climb up White Horse Hill, near 
Uffington in Berkshire, are aware that Philip Webb’s 


ashes are mingled with that rolling downland turf? 
Turn to the work of the two men: regard the few 
scattered houses in remote villages of England that 
form the bulk of Webb’s legacy to us, and compare that 
meagre harvest with the record-breaking performance 
of the philoprogenitive Scott. And yet to the present 
generation the figure of Webb is 1 ipidly acquiring an 
interest far greater than that which Scott could eve 
evoke. To most of us to-day it is clear that in Webb 
there was some element of greatness that made each 
one of his works a life-giving act in its time. If the 


progress and achievement of an architect like Scott may 
be compared to an opulent Pullman car in a long and 
popular train, the activities of a Webb resemble rather 
the voyage of a lonely airman into spaces as yet un- 
charted. A difference of that order is the principal reason 
for our interest in Philip Webb; and being interested and 
attracted, it is only natural that we should want to know 
something about the man. The late Professor Lethaby’s 
succession of chapters on Webb, “‘serialised”’ in a weekly 
paper, has now been collected together, and the result 
is a book for which we must be deeply grateful. It is 
hard to say why architectural biography should be such 
a sadly neglected field, but there are few specimens 
of any distinction, and among those few this latest 
addition, for all its wayward planning and occasional 
superfluities, is certain to take its place, and to 
keep it. 

What was the nature of Webb’s contribution to the 
architecture of his time? What is it that makes this 
contribution endure? ‘The first thing we note about 
Webb is his kinship with that little group of middle-class, 
“well-bred”? people who, aghast at the discovery ot 
Victorian industrial England, joined together to de- 
nounce and disavow the vulgar plutocratic society they 
saw nurtured on those horrors as a_ prize-winning 


marrow might flourishon a dunghill. This nineteenth- 
century group of rebels is usually nam r William 
Morris. another and more voluble member; but whereas 
Morris’s awareness of his creed is shown almost ex- 
clusively in his written work, Webb (and this is the 
second outstanding fact about him) was more successful 
than any of them in matching his artistic achievement, 
indeed his entire working life, with the ideas they all 
professed. We are shown in this book Morris turning 

* Philip Webb and His Work. By W.R. Let London: Oxford 


University Press. 1935. 6s. 





on a friend “like a mad animal,” fumine h 


“It is only that I spend my life in ministe: hag 
swinish luxury of the rich!”’ It is true that some of th 
houses built by Webb were of considerable size—the 
burning of Clouds, East Knoyle, afterward rebuilt. 


cost the insurance company £27,000—but there wa: 
little of * swinish luxury” in the simple, gabled 

invariably built of ‘“‘seconds,” that rose amone the trees 
of a Wiltshire or Cambridgeshire village. **| whol 


uctures, 


scheme was set out in relation to the old farmhouse 
building, with its square attached garden or yard.” 
That is the key to which Webb’s designs were, for thei 
period, so astonishingly tuned. We are told that 
“of the kitchen chimneys he used to be very proud, 
and would say they were the best parts of his houses.’ 


And “ordinary necessities of modern buildine such as 
sash windows, chimneys and roofs are not merely 
accepted but delighted in; even ventilators are allowed 
to appear undisguised.”” Again, “there was no detail 
in which he was not interested, from the plan to the 
cupboards and sinks.”’ Perhaps the clearest glimps 
into his mind is given us in Webb’s own remark: “] 
never begin to be satisfied until my work looks common- 
place.”” No wonder the first design for Clouds “was 
very much more individualistic than the second,” 
“Common sense,” he said, “is our only ware,” and it is 
because he had a greater stock of this ware than any of 
his fellows of the Morris group that Philip Webb's 
example inevitably grew to be of greater account than 
theirs. In these pages we may read how Webb, ofall the 
architects of the industrial age, was the first to make 
common sense the root and basis of his executed work. 
On the personal side, too, the book has som : sharp, 
endearing details. The owner of Clouds at first had 
set his mind on an entirely new house; it took Web! 
some time to convince him that the proper course was 
to restore the old one. Another client invited Webb 
to come and see the gardens laid out by himself; Webb 
not only refused but added: ‘I will do my best to forget 
that I ever did any work for you.”’ There is one letter 
declining a job “on account of present engagements,” 
and another refusing an invitation to dinner becaus 
“although I do not altogether refuse to go out, I d 
refuse as often as possible.” Elsewhere the architec! 
himself sternly volunteers to pay £70 for a new cister! 
which it was hoped would end some trouble ove 
“unlucky baths.” And yet this very solemn person 
could at other times be full of fun; the jokes in whi 
he took part at Morris’s Red House and _ailterwards 
at the firm of Morris and Co., Red Lion Square. make 
boisterous reading. And on his last days in Sussex, to 
there are some fascinating pages. Here as elsewhe! 
the book abounds in first-class personal recollection 
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Lethaby from friends and acquaintances 
Excerpts from letters, too, are skilfully used. 
x of Lethaby’s material is perfect tut too 
an index would have doubled the value 
of the book, and half a dozen words about the author, 
with the date of his death, would not have been amiss 
in this his first posthumous edition. 
CuristTIAN BARMAN [F.]. 
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STRUCTURAL THEORY 


Ay INTRODUCTION TO STRUCTURAL THEORY AND DesiGn. By H. 
Sutherland, A.B., S.B., M.Am.Soc.E., and H. L. Bowman, 
§.M., M.Am.Soc.E. 2nd edition. New York: John Wiley 
and Sons, Inc. London: Chapman and Hal!. 1935. 75. 6d. 

It has been my fortune—good or bad, depending upon cir- 
cumstances—to read, and in a limited degree to understand, 
many books on the theory of structural design, but through it 
all, whatever my frame of mind, the impression persists that 
writers on this subject, apparently afraid of giving the whole 
show away, seem to present it as a mystery which is only to be 
divulged with the greatest circumspsction to novices. 

Perhaps it is not sufficiently realised that many students, 
especially architectural students, have a temperamental bias 
amounting at times to an intolerable aversion from such 
abstractions as moments of inertia, radii of gyration and such- 
like; consequently, in order to attain their end, all explanations 
should be as lucid and detailed as a judge when summing up 
and as human and sympathetic as the chairman of an obstruc- 
tive committee. 


I have only come across two writers upon the theory of 


structural design who showed these essential and humanistic 
qualities, and fear that the reading of Messrs. Sutherland and 
Bowman’s book does not give me the pleasure of adding their 
names to the other two. 

Doubtless thereare special reasons for this: although the book 
calls itself an introduction it is palpably compiled from a series 
of lectures for American students, which have been preceded 
by lectures still more elementary and introductory, all of which 
are presented with a methodology somewhat different from that 
towhich English students are accustomed; lack of acquaintance 
with which, I must admit, probably accounts for an apparent 
want of lucidity. 

The first 70 pages or so deal with an analysis of various kinds 
of bending moments and the determination of stresses; this is 
followed by a short excursion into graphic statics, after which 
there is an examination of the various stresses found in steel 
roof trusses, which chapter is excellent and, as far as it goes, is 
likely to be more easily grasped than the methods given in 
many books on the shelves of the R.I.B.A. Library. 

lhe remainder of the book will be found to be of more use to 
the structural engineer, as it deals with such subjects as the 
reversal of stresses under live loads, the theory of three moments 
and rigid frames, and with a more lengthy enquiry into slope 
and deflection, etc., in connection with bridge construction, for 
the understanding of which a knowledge of higher mathe- 
matics is necessary. 

All the same, the architect will find valuable information 
in this latter section which may help him to solve some unusual 
but awkward problem which may occur in his everyday 
practice. 

It has already been suggested that there is often something 
dehuman, or perhaps I should say **Robotistic,” in the abstract 
and detached way such a subject as the theory of structural 
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mechanics is usually treated: if such should be the tendency in 
this book it is surely qualified by the wisdom of the following 
quotation taken from a foreword, **To the student’: **Above 
all, avoid mere memorising: know the reason for every step. 
Shun formulas (except the irreducible minimum) as the plague, 
and instead think in terms of process and principle.”’ This is 
excellent, but there arises a feeling of dismay tinged with 
humour in an Englishman concerned with the importance of 
literate English usage when he finds the bastard expression 
O.K. appended by university professors to mathematical 
answers. 
VERNON Crompton [F.]. 
CONCRETE ENGINEERING AND ARCHITECTURE 
PRACTICAL DESIGNING IN REINFORCED CONCRETE. PART 3. 
By M. T. Cantell. London: Spon. 1935. 12s. 6d. 

An elderly and entertaining lady of my acquaintance once 
remarked that she retained her vivid interest in the various 
aspects of life because of a habit, acquired in her youth, of 
reading with some perseverance, in addition to normal litera- 
ture, books and articles dealing with subjects which she did not 
fully understand and in which comparatively few people were 
interested. 

Yo set oneself such a task nowadays would be nearly im- 
possible, as most of us have to specialise and we have littk 
time for other reading. But a glimpse of the engineer’s territory 
is never a waste of time and systematic reading of each other's 
technical publications would help both engineers and architects. 

Mr. Cantell’s book, which is a sequel to his two earlier 
volumes, is a case in point. Very few architects will follow in 
detail the formidable calculations he gives: but no one could 
fail to be interested in his crisp analysis of the principles 
underlying the design of dams, arches and domes in reinforced 
concrete. 

The author briefly refers to gravity dams, explaining how 
some of them have failed, and goes on to describe reinforced 
concrete dams which have an inclined “‘up stream face’? and 
are usually hollow, sometimes with the power house inside. 

The theory of arches is covered very fully; in fact the bulk 
of this volume is devoted to arches and bridges. 

Methods are given, mathematically and graphically, for 
determining the temperature and other stresses in various 
arch forms, including segmental, open spandril and hinged 
arches. 

After an instructive chapter on domes, in which con- 
vincing arguments in favour of reinforced concrete are put 
forward, the writer deals with earthquake resisting structures. 
This chapter is particularly interesting and is illustrated by 
examples from recent disasters in California. 

The description of an earthquake as ** vertical and horizontal 
vibrations which occur simultaneously”? bring to the mind a 
most uncomfortable vision of the stresses that a building may 
be called upon to resist. , 

The author’s conclusions may perhaps be summed up in 
his own words—In designing buildings to resist earthquake 
vibrations all parts should be as light as possible without 
sacrificing strength, for the lighter the structure the less the 
exertion required of the lower parts to maintain stability.” 

Although the book refers to American examples the principles 
involved appear to be of general application. 

Che illustrations are good and an appendix, giving deriva- 
tion of formule, and a table of coefficients for rectangular 
beams completes the volume. 

S. Wuite [A.]. 
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Review of Periodicals 


Iiempt is made in this review to refer to the more important articles in all the journals received by the library. 


None of the 


srnals mentioned are in the loan library, but the Librarian will be pleased to give information about prices and where each 


journal can be obtained. 


Members can have photostat copies of particular articles made at their own cost on application to 


the Librarian. 


UNIVERSITIES AND SCHOOL BUILDINGS 


ArguirecTtuRA (Maprip). Vol. XVID. No. 2. March 
P: 

Madrid University, Faculty of Philosophy and Letters. 

Full details of planning and equipment. Also competition 

designs for a large school building for the University, in- 

cluding lecture halls, class rooms, dining rooms, dormitories, 

etc. 

Burtver. Vol. CXLVHII, No. 4815. 17 May. P. 917. 
Sheffield University Extensions. (T. A. Lodge [F.] of Lan- 
chester and Lodge.) Includes Zoology. Botany, Geography 
departments in one block, Arts in another and the Assembly 


Hall in a third. 


LABORATORIES 


ARCHITECTURE D’AUJOURD’HUI. Vol. V. No. 4. April. P.39. 
Private laboratory of Prof. Branly in the Jardin des Carmes. 
Massive structure to provide stable bedding for delicate in- 
struments; includes small museum. 


MUSEUMS AND EXHIBITIONS 
JourNnaL Inst. oF MtunicipaL AND County ENGINEERS. 

Vol. LXI. No. 23. 7 May. P. 1271. 
Perth Art Gallery and Museum. Description and 


3yGGE Kunsr (Osto). Vol. XVII. No. 4. April. 
Competition designs for the 1938 Oslo Exhibition of Handi- 
craft and Industrial Art. Winning design by Knut Knutsen 
and four other schemes. The designs are all modern in type. 
ARCHITECT AND Burtpinc News. Vol. CXLIT, No. 3465. 
17 May. P. 129. 
Brussels Exhibition. Illustrated article on buildings by Mr. 
Howard Robertson [F.]. 


ZOOS 


ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. Vol. LXXXI, No. 2103. 9 May. 
Shelter at Whipsnade Zoo, (Lubetkin and Tecton. 


LIBRARIES 


ARCHITECTURE D’AUJOURD HUI. Vol. V. 

[he Versailles depot of the Bibliotheque Nationale 
putz 

LIBRARY 

P. 187. 


Branch libraries in 


No. 4. April. P. 30 
Roux- 


AssoctaTION Recorp. Vel. IT. No. 5. May 


County Librarian, 


Kent. Paper by 
illustrated by several plans. 


INSTITUTIONAL BUILDINGS 


MopeRNE BaurorMEN. Vol. XYXIV. No. 5. May. P. 245. 
\rt and Congress Building, Lucerne (A. M. Meili). An ex- 


cellently planned building with meeting rooms, concert 
rooms for 300 and 1,340 seats and full stage and art galleries. 
\ model building for all its purposes : very well described and 
illustrated. 

MOopERNE BAUFORMEN. Vol. XVNIV. No. 5. May. 
‘German House.’ Prague. A large social club building, 
including restaurants, assembly hall, etc.; and large kitchen 
very well described and illustrated. Kitchen useful reference. 

ENTERPRISE FRANCAISE. Vol. V. .Vo. 52. April. P. 5. 
Chemistry House. Rue St. Dominique, Paris. Article on 
construction and technical equipment, including congress 
hall and lecture theatres 


SPORTS BUILDINGS 

BYGGMASTAREN (STOCKHOLM). 1935. 24 -April. P. 71. 
*Sportpalatset,”” Stockholm. A large swimming bath with 
Turkish baths, etc.: fully described and illustrated. 


SHOPS 
ARCHITECTURAL Review. Vol. LNNVII. No. 462. May. 
P.217. 
Che Modern Store. Article by Professor C. H. Reilly [F.]. 
\RKITEKTEN (HELSINGFORS). .Vo. 4. 1935. 

Shops in Tammerfors. Two or three good modern examples. 
AMERICAN ArRcHITrECT. Vol. CXLVI. No. 2632. P. 59. 
Barber's shop. Rockefeller Gentre, New York, with details of 

equipment. 


TRANSPORT BUILDINGS 


JoURNAL OF Town PLANNING INstrruTE. Vol. NJ. 
Vo. 6. April. 
Construction of Leeds-Bradford joint acrodrome. 
ARCHITECT AND Buitpinc News. Vol. CXLII. No. 3465. 
17 May. 
Cabmen’s shelter, 
Shepherd [A'F.]. 


INDUSTRIAL 
ARCHITECTS’ JoURNAL. Vol. LX NXI. Vo. 2104. 16 May. 
P 762. 
De Havilland Aircraft Factory, Hatfield. 


ABATTOIRS 
JOURNAL oF Inst. MunicipAL AND Counry ENGINEERS. 


Vol. LXI. No. 29. 7 May. P. 1265. 
City of Perth Abattoir. 


CREMATORIA 
Prorit.. Vol. TT. No. 5 May. FP. 252. 


Crematorium at Karlsbad, Czechoslovakia, by E. Langhammer. 


Hampstead Green (Scott hesterton and 
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HOSPITALS 


Vol. CXLVIIT, No. 4815. 17 May. P 
Hospital and _ the 
Topham Forest [F 


BuILDER. 
Hammersmith 
Medical School. 


922. 
Britisl 
architect to L.C.C. 
INGEGNERE (Rome). Vol. X/II. No. 8. M P. 397. 
Sanatoria. Article on planning, illustrated by plat 


t 


WELFARE BUILDINGS AND CLINICS 
ARCHITECTURAI 
P. 193. 
lhe Pioneer Health Centre (Owen Williams D 
analysed by J. M. Richards [A.]. 
JouRNAL Inst. oF MunicipAL AND County EN 
Vol. LXT. No. 23. 7 May. P. 127 
City of Perth Child Welfare Centre 


REVIEW. 


BYGGE Kunst (Osto I 4 
Folk Theatre, Oslo (Morgenstierne \ large buildir 
theatre, offices and shops. 


THEATRES 
XVII. No. 4. Af P. 63 


g includi 


EQUIPMENT 


HEATING AND VENTILATING ENGINEER 


VIII. No. 95. 
May. P. 445. 
Article on heating equipment in a theatre planned by Mr. G. 
Tonge [F.] and illustrated by a model 
CHURCHES 
ARCHITECTS’ JouRNAL. Vol. LXNXI. N V/ 


P. 760. 
Catholic Church at Lourtier. Swi 


itzerland 


DOMESTIC 


MopERNE BAUFORMEN. | AXXIV. N VW 
\s usual, this paper has illustrations of several exceptionally goo 
, 
HOUSES, 
\RCHITECTURE (NEW York). | LXXI. JN 5. Ma 
P. 245. 
Description of one of the largest New York tenet schemes 


lhe Hillside Housing Development. Bronx 


»000 persons at 250 to acre 


scheme that would commend itself to English housir 


but it has some points of detail 


Che result does not seem to be 


STRUCTURAL ENGINEER. | VIII. N S \ 
May. P. 230. 


Modern methods of flat construe 


t \ r. S. Sno 
\.M.Inst.C.E. Ulustrated by di wings. p phs and cal 
culations of several modern buildings. A en 
ARCHITECTURAL Review. | LX gt V/ 
P. 188. 
\nalytical description of the sit a) | ro 
of flats in a park near Windsor to b by Walter Gropiu 
and Maxwell Frv [.4.]. The ul 
distinctly modern in conceptior 


trates admirably the moder 


housing estate development 


INSTITUTE 


Post-graduate 


Vol. LXXVII, N 462. May. 
scribed and 


INEERS. 


o 


ig experts, 
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JouRNAL oF Town PLANNING INsTITUTE. Vo I. No.6 
April. 
Flats versus houses. Statement of the arguments ivour 
houses agreed at joint meetings of the T.P.I. an I.Mun 


and Cy. E. 


HOTELS 


ARCHITECTURE D’Avyourpb’Hul. Vol. V. No. 4 m2 
holiday hostels. At Cattolica b 
Vici and Santa Severa by L. Lenzi: they provid: 
accommodation only for several hundred people, 

rants, etc. Both are interesting modern solutions 

larly modern problem. 


Italian seaside Busire- 
rmMitory 
th restau- 


particu 


MopDERNE BAUFORMEN. 
\ mountain inn, Innsbruck. 


) os 


Vol XXXIV. No. 5. A P, 279, 


KITCHENS 
BULLETIN TECHNIQUE DE LA SUISSE ROMAND Vol. LXL 
No. 11. 11 May. P. 111. 
kitchens. Illustrated 
kitchen equipment. 


Electric article on large restaurant 


MATERIALS 


\RCHITECTURE | NE'V YORK). 

P.. 205. 
Wall board. Article by W. F. Bartels on qualities, uses, con- 
struction, fixing. etc. A useful reference. 


Concrete. Vol XXX. No.5. May. P. 309. 


Reconstructed stone. 


CONSTRUCTION 
AMERICAN ArRcHITECT. Vol. CXLVI. No. 2632. P. 65. 


Waterproofing and Damp-proofing. Special articles on water- 
proofing new constructions in concrete, masonry and brick. 
with many clear diagrams and other illustrations, < 
article on remedial waterproofing methods. 


Vol. LXXI. No. 5. Ma 


Iso shor 


MOSAIC 


BAUGILDE. 


DECORATION 

Vol XVH. No. g. F. 305. 
Schemes for mosaic decoration in the magnificent hall o! 
Deutsche Museum. Munich. 


PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE 
Vol. CXLVI, No. 2632. P. 49. 


Details of equipment in 


AMERICAN ARCHITECT. 
Drawing office equipment 
\merican oflice. 


mode! 


TOWN PLANNING 


\RCHITECTURAI LXXVH. No. 462. M 


Review. Vol. 


i. £02. 
Che third instalment of Mr. W. A. Eden’s article on Th 
English Tradition in the Countrvside. (See also referet 
Flats near Windsor under * Flais ” above. 


GENERAL 


ARCHITECTURE D’AvsouRD HUL Vol V. No. 4. April. P. 4 
Japan. Special articles on Japanese architecture, tracitioné 


and modern. Excellently illustrated by plans and | 


idern buildings, mostly in Tokyo or Osaka. 
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Notes 


MR. SYDNEY TATCHELL [F.] 


Mr. Sydney Tatchell has been elected President of 


the Building Industries National Council in succession 
io Sir Raymond Unwin. 
JUBILEE GREETINGS FROM S.A.D.G. 

The President has received the following telegram from 
M. Emile Maigrot, President of the Société des Archi- 
tectes Diplomés par le Gouvernement: 

A occasion the Royal Jubilee Address R.I.B.A., au nom 
§.A.D.G. confraternelles congratulations et expression senti- 
ments personellement devoués: President Maigrot. 


THE INTERNATIONAL RE-UNION OF ARCHITECTS 

\ British Section of the International Re-union of Archi- 
tects is in process of formation. The Re-union, which is 
organised under the auspices of the journal /’ Architecture 

"Aujourd hui, meets once a year to enable its members to know 
each other and to visit places and buildings of interest. The 
Central Organising Committee is as follows:—Auguste Perret, 
President, Jacques Debat-Ponsan, Jean Demaret, Roger Expert, 
Alberte Laprade, Pierre Vago, Secretary. 

The following organisations and persons in the various con- 
stituent countries have accepted the sponsoring of the 
organisation: 

NATIONAL COMMITTEES: 
nce: President: M. le Directeur Général des Beaux-Arts. 

Italy: Syndicat National des Architectes. 

\orway: Norske Arkitekters Landsforbund. 

Bulgaria: Federation des Architectes Bulgares. 

Denmark: Akademisk Arkitektforening. 

Great Britain: Mr. Howard Robertson, President: Mr. E. 
Goldfinger, Hon. Secretary. Committee in process of formation. 
THE 1935 STUDY TOUR IN CENTRAL EUROPE 

{-22 SEPTEMBER 
The programme of the 1935 Study Tour in Central Europe 


be as follows: 


Wednesday, 4 September.—Leave London (Victoria) in the 

rning. Arrive Brussels in the evening, via Dover-Ostend. 

Thu . 5 September.—Visit to World Exhibition. Leave 
Brussels for Prague. 

I . 6 Seplember.—Arrive Prague in the afternoon. 

Sat . 7 September.—10 a.m. at the Town Hall; official 


pening ceremony; visit round the town; 3 p.m., reception 
the Mayor of Prague; 8 p.m., gala evening at the National 
Theatre. performance of an opera by Dvorak. 
Su oO September, Free morning. Visit to the Czecho- 
ikia \rchitect’s Exhibiton specially organised on the 
of the Congress of the International Housing Federa- 
on and of the 3rd International Congress of Architects. After 
inch excursion to Barrandov. 


Monday, g September. —-Sight-seeing tour of the city. After 
inch 2nd sitting. Government reception at the Palais Czernin. 

i , 10 September.—Leave Prague, arrive Hradec- 
Kral 


Wednesday, 11 September.—Visit Zlin and the famous Bata 
shoe factory. Arrive Brno in the afternoon. Sight-seeing tour 
conducted by Czechoslovakian architects. 

Thursday, 12 September.—Leave Brno after lunch, arrive 
Bratislava about 5 p.m. Sight-seeing. 

Friday, 13 September.—Leave Bratislava in the morning by 
boat. Arrive Budapest for dinner. On board a talk will be 
given by a famous French writer on the subject of the Congress, 
“The Present Evolution of National Architecture.” 

Saturday, 14 September.—In Budapest. In the morning re- 
ception at the Technical High School; visit to the Architectural 
Exhibition specially organised for the Congress; lunch given 
by the Municipality of Budapest; sight-seeing in the afternoon 
and dinner followed by a dance at the Artist’s Club. 

Sunday, 15 September.—Sight-seeing in the afternoon; tea will 
be given by the Government in the Royal Palace; dinner at 
St. Margaret’s Island given by the Office of Public Works. 

Monday, 16 September.—Leave Budapest after lunch. Arrive 
Vienna in the evening. 

Tuesday, 17 Septe mber. 
mony of the Congress. Farewell dinner in the evening. 

Wednesday, 18 September.—In Vienna. End of official pro- 
gramme. Leave Vienna after dinner in the evening. 

Thursday, 19 September.—Arrive Stuttgart in the morning. 
Sight-seeing in the afternoon and visit to the modern city 


Official reception and closing cere- 


conducted by German architects. 

Friday, 20 September.—Leave Stuttgart after lunch; arrive 
Paris in the evening. 

Saturday, 21 Septembe 

Sunday, 22 September. 
Victoria) in the evening. 

Cost: thirty-two guineas. Including all expenses 
drinks). 2nd-class travel from London to London. Reserved 
seats on the train. tst-class on the boats (Dover-Ostend and 
tst-class hotels. All visits and excursions 

identity card. 


In Paris. free. 
Leave Paris after lunch; arrive London 


except 


Bratislava-Budapest 
mentioned. All tips and 
Sleeper on the night journey. All meals en route. 

General Organiser: Voyages Lubin, Paris. 

Organiser in Great Britain: Anglo Continental Express Co. 


taxes. Congress 


NATIONAL TRUST COMPETITION 

Prelimin Chere are about 275 Trust properties in England 
and Wales: on almost all of these it is necessary. to exhibit 
notice-boards. commemorative tablets, sign-posts, boundary 
posts or Bye-law boards. While it is impracticable, if not un- 
desirable, to aim at any rigid uniformity the National Trust is 
anxious that all these notices should be easily recognisable by 
the general public, and at the same time should not offend 
when placed on mountain sides, in woods, in meadows or on 
ancient buildings. It is therefore desired to find an emblem 
which can be used as widely as possible for such purposes. If it 
could also be used on notepaper or on the cover of the Annual 
Report (8 inches by 5 inches) so much the better, but no design 
would be ruled out on account of its unsuitability for reduction 
ost and maintenance is of considerable 


to this size Economy 1n 


importance 
Che Competition has been arranged to invite designs for 


the followin 
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1. An emblem or monogram to be general idaptable to various 
materials. 

2. A notice-board to incorporate 1 mblem and to include this 
wording (allowing for the insertion of the nar property ona 
separate panel 

“THE NATIONAL TRUST 
This property has been acquire | the N onal Trus 
for Places of Historic Interest or Natural B 1 il 
preserved for the enjoyment of the public.’ 

The material should be white metal or sor ther material 
suitable to be displayed in the open ait lt hould be of 
good quality and in relief. The size shor ) the notice 
is easily legible. 

3. A commemorative tablet similar to the ab ut suitable to be 
affixed to a building. As the wording of the t t will in each 
case competitors are only required to submit a de for the frame 
this should have character but should oid bei r conspicuous. 

. A direction or sign-post iIncory i » be made 
of any suitable material. Sample wordit N I [rust. Foot- 
path to Tarn Hows.” 

5. A boundary-post (incorporating the embler be made of 
any suitable material. No wording 

It is not intended to displace all the existing boards, tablets 





and signs. It would thus be an advantage if tl m could 


be adapted to them, and especially he B ws boards 
which appear on practically ever ert boards are 
36 inches by 24 inches and are erected on posts 

Prizes to the total amount of £30 will be awarded at the 
discretion of the judges. Any design awarded a prize shall bs 
deemed to be the property of th rust. Ar designs not 


awarded a prize will remain the property of the designer. The 


National Trust will not be bound to use any design whether it 
is awarded a prize or not. All designs must submitted to 
the Assistant Secretary, 7 Buckingham Palace Gardens, $.W.1, 


to reach him not later than 30 June. Competitors wishing to 





have their designs returned must send _sta1 d addressed 
envelopes. The decision of the judges wil Che judges 
will be: 

The Rt. Hon. W. Ormsby-Gor M.P Mr. Kenneth 
Clark, The Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, Mr. E. Guy 
Dawber, Mr. Charles Holden, Sir Chai Peers. Mr. Frank 
Pick and Sir William Rothensteir 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
VACANCY FOR Post oF MALE AssIsTA? Si rH! 
\DMIRAI 

Chere is a vacancy for a Male Assistant Su in the Civil 
Engineer-in-Chief’s Department of — the Admiralt [his 
vacancy is to be filled on the result of a compet ve held 


in London in August, the written examinatio mmencing on 
13 August 1935. 


For this competition candidates not enti luction 
from age for service in H.M. Forces mus ive attained the 
age of 22 and must not have attain¢ of 28 on 
20 June 1935. 

Candidates will be required to defray any tra other 
expenses incurred in attending for the written examination and 
for the subsequent interview by the Selection Board 

No person will be admitted to compete from whom the 
Secretary, Civil Service Commission, has not received on o1 


before 20 candidate’s 

No allega- 
ecting 
sidered by 
allegation 


June 1935, an application ir 
own handwriting on a prescribed applicat 

tion that an application form or a letter 1 such 
form has been lost or delayed in the post will be cor 


the Commissioners unless the 


person m: 


TE 
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produces a Post Office Certificate of Posting. ( 


: paoate ; ; tates wh 
delay their applications until the last days will 


k ) at thei 
own risk. 


\cknowledgments of such application forms ent, and 
any candidate who has filled up and return printed 


application form, but has not received an acki dement 
of it within four complete days, should at onc 

Civil Service Commission, Burling 
W.1. Failure to comply with this p 
deprive the candidate of any claim to consideratio 

Che order for admission to the written exami m will be 
posted not later than 6 August 1935, to the ; ESS giver 
on the form of application. It will contain instruct as to the 
time and place at which candidates will be requir ) attend 
and as to the manner in which the prescribed fee i be paid. 

Copies of the application forms and 


te to the 
secretary. Gardens 


London, sion will 


the regula 


> overn- 


ing the competition can be obtained from The Secretary, Ciyil 
Service Commission, Burlington Gardens, W.1. 
R.I.B.A. NEW BUILDING FUND 
LIST OF CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED OR PROMISED 
4 sd 
Brought forward ie i tee 8 4 
Five donations in Singapore dollars amounting 
to $68.00 (as acknowledged in our issue 
of 6 April ne ye ne - = 715 ¢ 
Lt.-Col. P. A. Hopkins, O.B.E. [F.] .. ae 10 O ( 
William McCrea [A.] .. ne I 1 0 
Orange Free State Provincial Institute of 
Architects as any 6 a 2 5 5 0 
S. Pointon Taylor [F.].. ‘ i a ae 
Walter E. Woodin [Z. ] ne ie s 3 30 


£12,785 17 ¢ 


Total received or promised to 20 May 1935, £12,785 17 ¢ 
In addition, the following gift in kind has been made: 
W. os. Gerstle Memorial 
Hall. 


Carved screen in Henry Florenc: 


COUNCIL FOR THE PRESERVATION OF RURAL 
ENGLAND 

WEEK-END Course AT ASHBRIDGE, 14 TO 17 JUNI 

A week-end course on Development in Rural Areas, wit! 
special reference to the Prevention of Disfigurement, has been 
with the C.P.R.E. to take plac 
at the Bonar Law College, Ashbridge, from Friday, 14 June, 
to Monday, 17 June. 


Che programme for the 


arranged in co-operation 


course is as follows : 

FRIDAY, 14 JUNE. 8.30 p.m. Introductory Address. The Right 
Hon. the Earl of Feversham. 

Chairman : The Right Hon. the Earl of Crawford ant 
Balcarres, K.T. 

SATURDAY, 15 JUNE. 9.30 a.m. Electricity in Rural Areas. 
Mr. O. A. Sherrard (Deputy Secretary to the Centra 
Electricity Board). 

11.15 a.m. Building in Rural Areas, with Special Referenc 
to Appearance. Mr. Geoffrey M. Boumphrey (enginee! 
and critic). 

Chairman: Mr. Guy Dawber, A.R.A. 

30 p.m. Water Supplies and the Disposal of Effluent. 

Mr. J. H. Coste, F.I.C.. F.Inst.P. (chief chemist, Londo! 


County Council). 








SUN 


Sur 
193 


wer 


rial 


AL 


vith 
een 
lace 
ine, 


ight 


eas. 
tra 


nce 


neer 


ent. 
don 





JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 


95, May 135 


Advertisement and Litter in 


Senpay, 16 JUNE. 5.30 p.m. 
Rural 2d Suburban Areas. Mr. Humphrey Baker, M.A. 
assistant secretary of the Scapa Society). 
8.30 p.m. ¢ yeneral debate on ** Rural Amenities.” 


Chairman: The Right Hon. Sir Leslie Scott, K.C. 

As accomunodation is limited, applications for enrolment 
should be made as soon as possible to the Secretary, Bonar Law 
College. Ashridge, Berkhamsted. The fee for the course, includ- 
ing board and tuition, is £2, payable in advance. 


RLB.A. EXAMINATIONS FOR THE OFFICES OF 
DISTRICT SURVEYOR AND BUILDING SURVEYOR 


At the R.I.B.A. Statutory Examination for the office of 
District Surveyor in London, held on 1, 2 and 3 May 1935, 
seven candidates presented themselves, and the following 
were successful in the examination: 

Mr. Henry G. Castleman, 
Mr. William Jones, 
Mr. Walter B. Young. 

4, the R.I.B.A. Examination for the Office of Building 
Surveyor under Local Authorities, held on 1, 2 and 3 May 
1935. four candidates presented themselves, and the following 
were successful: 

Mr. William J. H. Cowling, 
Mr. Frank B. Sharpe, 
Mr. George W. Stratton. 


MAINTENANCE SCHOLARSHIPS IN ARCHITECTURE 


The Royal Institute of British Architects offer for award in 
July 1935 the following Maintenance Scholarships in Architec- 
ture, tenable from 1 October 1935: 


THE ANNUAL 


NEW NOMINATIONS TO COUNCIL AND STANDING 
COMMITTEES 


The following nominations have been made by members in 

accordance with Byelaws 35 and 56: 

As VIcE-PRESIDENTS: 

\pamson, James Robertson [F.]: Nominated by William T. 
Benslyn, Lt.-Col. E. H. Fawckner, Lt.-Col. Ernest Gee, 
Stanley Hamp, Wm. Milburn, Oswald P. Milne, Fellows; 
W. A. Daft, Associate. 

Hamp, Stanley Hinge [F.]: Nominated by H. Anderson, Col. 
C. R. B. Godman, Edwin A. Jackson, R. Goulburn Lovell. 
Colin H. Murray, Capt. F. Arnold Perren, John Saxon 
Snell, E. A. Verger, Herbert Wigglesworth, Fellows; K. E. 
Black, John F. Duthoit, W. Harkess, Fredk. Musto, Associates; 
E. G. Wildin, Licentiate. 

Mitne, Oswald Partridge [F.]: Nominated by Henry V. 
\shley, Darcy Braddell, Matthew J. Dawson, Stanley 
Hamp. Gilbert H. Jenkins, Major H. P. G. Maule, F. 
Winton Newman, Herbert A. Welch, Fellows. 

As MEMBERS OF COUNCIL: 

Atkinson, Robert [F.]: Nominated by A. F. B. Anderson, 
Fellow; John R. Atkinson, Ailwyn Best, Charles S. Bevan, 
Miss Carmen Joseph Dillon, Eric Garthside, Miss Winsome 
A. Hall. E. Mayorcas, C. S. Parker, H. G. Speakman, Miss 
Mary Wall, Associates. 

BenneTT, John [F.]: Nominated by A. C. A. Norman, Arthur 
H. Ough, Fellows; E. G. Catchpole, W. J. M. Thomasson, 
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a) An R.I.B.A. Maintenance Scholarship of a maximum 
value of £100 per annum. 

b) Two Houston Maintenance Scholarships of a maximum 
value of £100 per annum each. 

I'he scholarships will be tenable in the first instance for one 
year and renewable for two further periods of one year each. 
They are intended to enable promising students, whose 
parents or guardians have not the necessary means to attend 
approved courses at the Schools of Architecture recognised 
for exemption from the R.I.B.A. examinations. Students who 
are already taking such a course are also eligible to apply for a 
Scholarship. The Scholarships are available for students 
residing in England and Wales. 

The value of the Scholarships, up to the limit of £100 per 
annum, will depend upon the financial circumstances of the 
parents or guardians of the candidates. The parents or 
guardians will be required to furnish particulars, on the 
proper form, of their financial position. 

Particulars and forms of application may be obtained free 
on application to the Secretary to the Board of Architectural 
Education, R.I.B.A., 66 Portland Place, London, W.1. The 
closing date for the receipt of applications, duly completed, is 
17 June 1935. 


CORRECTIONS 

In the review of the A.A. Exhibition published in the last number 
of the JouRNAL, the initials of Mr. M. J. H. Bunney, mentioned in 
connection with his alterations to a house at Puckeridge, were 
wrongly given as **T. H.” 

In the Review Section of the last number of the JouRNAL the price 
of **A Symposium on Illumination’ reviewed by Mr. P. 
Waldram was wrongly given as 3/6. The price of the book is 13/6. 


ELECTIONS 
Edwin Cannon, William F. R. Ham. John Sidey, 


Associates; 
Licentiates. 

Bruce, John Clayton Collingwood [F.]: Nominated by 
A. C. A. Norman, Arthur H. Ough, Fellows; E. G. Catch- 
pole. W. J. M. Thomasson, Associates; Edwin Cannon, 
William F. R. Ham, John Sidey, Licentiates. 

BUCKNELL, Leonard Holcombe | F.]: Nominated by John Grey, 
Joseph Hill, the Hon. Humphrey Pakington, Fellows; D. H. 
Beaty-Pownall, Henry Braddock, Patrick Cutbush, C. S 
White, Associates. 

Cart DE Larontatne, Lt.-Col. Henry Philip L., O.B.E., 
r.D., A.M.T.P.J. [#.]: Nominated by Louis de Soissons, 
Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge, P. D. Hepworth, H. V. 
Lanchester, Sir Raymond Unwin, Fellows; E. Berry Webber, 
Frank Woodward, Associates. 

Curtis, William Thomas [F.]: Nominated by Henry A. 
Crouch, P. K. Hanton, J. N. Randall Vining, Thomas 
Wallis, Fellows; W. E. Brooks, J. Douglas Scott, A. Suther- 
land-Graeme, Associates; F. Chas. Wakeford, Licentiate. 

De Sorssons, Louis, O.B.E., S.A.D.G. [F.]: Nominated by 
G. Grey Wornum, Fellow; H. Battiscombe, Kenneth 
Peacock, Miss Elizabeth Powicke, Arthur Roberts, Lionel 
Smith, Anthony C. Tripe, Associates. 

Gripson, Blakeley Rinder [F.]: Nominated by James R. 
Adamson, James A. Arnott, Victor Bain, Norman Culley, 
G. H. Foggitt, Lt.-Col. Ernest Gee, Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge, 
A. G. Henderson, R. Goulburn Lovell, Fellows; J. S. Allen, 
R. Norman Mackellar, Percy O. Platts, Associates. 
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Howitt, Major Thomas Cecil, 
Major Charles H. Calvert, Cyril F. 


r. N. Cartwright, R. Harley-Smith, Bern: 


Woolley, Associates; T. H. Waumsley, L 
KEMEYS-JENKIN, Captain Ernest Edward [Ff 
A. CG. A. Norman, Arthur H. Ough, f 

pole, W. J. M. Thomasson, 4s 
William F. R. Ham, John Sidey, L 

LAWRENCE, George Churchus, R.W.A. [Ff 
Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge, 
Lovell, Wm. Milburn, James B. Ni 
Chas G. Soutar, Arthur J. Stedman, Sa 
Wigglesworth, Fellows; W. A. Daft, R. N 
Assoc lates. 

LittLe, John Walter [F.]: 
Burns, Col. C. R. B. Godman, Chas. E. H 


Nominated by H 


Jackson, R. Goulburn Lovell, Hugh Mac 


Murray, Capt. F. Arnold Perren, John $ 
Strange, E. A. Verger, Herbert W | 
Black, Henry W. Coussens, John F.D 

W. Harkess, Fredk. Musto, A °M 
Wildin, Licentiates. 


Maurer, Edward Brantwood, M.A 
A. F. B. Anderson, Robert Atl 
Atkinson, Christopher Green, W. A. S. I 
C. S. Parker, Associates. 

Mirisurn, William, B.Sc., F.S.1 N 


Charlewood, Blakeley R. Gribbon, A. G 
Hicks, Lt.-Col. Andrew K. Tasker, / 
Brown, R. Norman Mackellar, A 

Myer, Lt.-Col. George Val [/ Not 
Herbert A. Welch, T. M. Wilson, / 
Associate; J. W. Denington, A. Kirkw 
Watson-Hart, 7 ules. 

Taytor, Councillor Samuel |F N 
Hamp, James B. Nicol, Stanley Phil 
Arthur J. Stedman, Fellows; E. G. ¢ 


Stanley Han 
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rd Jessop. F. | 


Edy ( 


innon 
Nominated by 
p. R. Goulburn 
\ r H. Ough 
I or, Herbert 


Mackellar, 


rson, ecil 
, Edwin A, 


Colin H. 

Snel], C. H 

ij K.. E. 

(a1 r-Grant, 
rF.W.R E.G 
N by 

i R 
Nia 1S 


H rH. I 
( lalbot 

( io} 

H.R. J mpson 


Associates; Captain E. S. Bell, Major F. W. R 

WEsT, James Grey, O.B.E. [F.|]: Nomi rien. \. 
Crouch, W. T. Curtis, P. K. Hanton, J. N. | \ I 
Thos. Wallis, Fellows; W. E. Brooks, A. S ( 
Associates; F. Chas. Wakeford, J 

Worncm. George Grey [F.]: Non ( ( 
Voysey. Charles Pic kfor I, ( | Ant Nii 
E. Webb, Fel/ows; Arthur E. Car R E. M 
Lionel Smith, Anthony ( rr O i. W 
Asse t 

\s Associa MEMBERS ( 

Brooks, William Edwat { Ni ( 
Henry A. Crouch, P. K. Har i, 
Thos. Wallis, Fellows; .\. S CG; 
I. Chas. Wakeford, Lice 

PAxTon, Norval Rowallan, ML. \ 
Bain, Norman Culley. G. H ( 
Fellows; Harold Conolly, J. > V. Al 


Jones, John E. Stocks. / 

Warp, Basil Robert [1 Not 
Herbert Wigglesworth, / I 
Drake. H. Thornle 
Hargroves, Raym« 
Richards, Godfrey Samuel. R 
As tes: Miss Jocelyn F. Abr 

\s LICENTIAT 

WAKEFORD, Frederick Cl 


, Crouch, W. T. Curtis, P. K. Hanton, J. N. 


\ 


REILLY, 


As 


D 


\s 
sPACKMAN, Cyril Saunders, R.B.A., F.S.A.Scot. 


~ 


STR 


HANTON, 


Wa 


OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS lay 1935 
JI) 

mAs ok R Vining, 
Thos. Wallis. Fellows; W. E. Brooks, A. Suthe: 
HITEHOUSE, Sidney Lunn [J..]: Nominated b (. Butler. 
H. Cherrington, Alfred Hale, S.J. Stainton, Jo S 
Fellows; A. Stanley Edwards, C. Stanbi 
Associates. 

\s MEMBER OF THE ART STANDING ComMI1 
Charles Herbert, O.B.E., Hon.LL.D 
F.|: Nominated by Edward R. F. Cole, Berna 


Graeme, 


Irmar 


Madel 


M.A. 
\. Miller, 
Fellows; WW. Dougill, William Holford, Cyril W. Lemmon. 
Gordon Stephenson, B. A. Sumner, F. > Velarde, 
\ssOCIATE MEMBER OF THE ART STANDING ( MITTEE 
OUGILL, Wesley, M.A., B.Arch.Lvpl., A.M.T.P.I. [4A, 
Nominated by Professor Patrick Abercromb Professor 
Lionel B. Budden, Edward R. F. Cole, Berna \. Miller, 
C. H. Reilly. Fe//ows: William Holford, E. H. | eyburne 
B. A. Sumner, Arthur C. Todd, F. X. Velard 1 
LICENTIATE MEMBER OF THE ART STANDING ( {ITTEE: 
Nomin- 
ated by Chas. E. Hanscomb, Hugh Macintosh, .\. Sunder- 
ind, Fellows; Henry Berney, Edmund B. ( e, Oliver 
Law, A ites; Chris. Chart, J. J. Clark, T. Graham Crump, 
Eri | i Hodder A. B. Johnson, Maior F. W. Ree Se : enti 
\s MEMBER OF THE LITERATURE STANDING COMMITTEE: 
Nominated by ( 


i! Burns 


\NGE, Charles Hilbert [F.]: 
Major R. A. Cooksey, R. Goulburn Lovell, S. H. Lowet! 
Fellows; L. Mason Apps, Henry W. Coussens, G. Greg 
Grant, Associates: J. z. Webb. Licentiate. 

\s MEMBERS OF THE PRACTICE STANDING COMMITTEE: 


Kydd, O.B.E. [F.]: Nominated by Henry A 
Crouch, W. T. Curtis. J. N. Randall Vining, J 
I es: W. E. Brooks, A. Sutherland-Graeme. A 

F. Chas. Wakeford. Licentiate. 

rson, William Ernest, M.T.P.I. [F.]: Nominated by Jan 
S. Gibson. W. Curtis Green, A. H. Jones, C. F. Annesl 
Vovsev. Maurice E. Webb, Fellows; C. Green, Micha 
Capper, Associates. 

As <AssociATE MEMBER OF THE 
COMMITTEE: 
\.M.T.P.I. [A.]: Nominated by Ce 
voksey, S. H. Loweth, F ; Hen 
Associates; Ric hard C. Ba 


Peter 


PRACTICE STANDING 


Leslie Mason, 
Burns, Major R. .A. C 
W. Coussens, G. Gregor Grant, 
Wm. G. Lovell. J. L. Webb, Li 
\s MEMBER OF THE SCIENCE STANDING COMMIT 
OKsEY. Major Reginald Arthur, T.D., R.E. (T. , 
Nominated by Cecil Burns. S. H. Loweth, Fellows; L. Mas 
\pps. Edgar Bunce. Henry W. Coussens, -[ssocia Ricl 
C. Ball. J. L. Webb, Licentiates. 

\s \ssOCIATI 


ntiate ‘. 


a sa 
ten 


\IEMBERS OF THE SCIENCE STAN 
COMMITTEE: 
KE, Imund Blayney [A.]: Nominated by de L 

\! ne, W HH. Bid ak i has. E.. Hanscomb, Hug Maci 
/ : Oliver Law, Associate; Major F. W. R 

( 1 Saunde. Spackman,. Licentiates. 
imu. Walter 1.]: Nominated bv S. ¢ 

[ : Anthony M. Chitty, P. E. Cornu, Colin R. @1 
Lindsev Drake. John Earley, V. Harding, Whit 


Lewis. Ravmond McGrath, Associates. 
SuitH. Lionel Souden [4.]: Nominated by W. E. \ 
Cror n. G. Gr Wornum. Fellowes: Miss ¢ 


ind, 


I< sO1 Maitl. Richard E. Moira, Cl 
R rds, Anthony C. Tripe, Associates 


s. Wallis, 





Al 


(935 


nine, 


eme, 








H. Stratton Davis (Gloucester). 6: Stanley Hamp 
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ATTEND.\NCES AT COUNCIL AND STANDING 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
SESSION 1934-1935 
Tue Councit (8 Meetings 
President: Giles Gilbert Scott. 3. 


ViceePresidenis: W. H. Ansell, 8: John Begg (Edinburgh), 8; 
H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, 7; Maurice E. Webb, 7. 
Honorary Secretary: Henry M. Fletcher, 8. 
Honorary Treasurer: Lt.-Col. P. A. Hopkins (Gerrards Cross 
id London), 6. 
\Vembers of Council: Professor Patrick Abercrombie (Liver- 
!), 6; Professor 8S. D. Adshead, 4; Henry V. Ashley, 7; 
C. Bewlay (Birmingham), 7; Herbert T. Buckland (Bir- 
ngham), 4; Joseph Emberton, 3; W. Curtis Green, 4; 
Stanley Hall, 6; P. D. Hepworth, 5; Charles H. Holden, 7: 
\. Lanchester. 8: Oswald P. Milne, 6; Professor C. H. 
Reilly (Brighton and London), 6; Professor A. E. Richardson, 
Howard Robertson, 6; L. Sylvester Sullivan. 8; Sydney 
[atchell, 8; Percy E. Thomas (Cardiff), 7. 
Associate Members of Council: W. Naseby Adams, 8; Cyril A. 
y, 4; E. Maxwell Fry, 4; R. Goulburn Lovell (Eastbourne), 
R. Norman Mackellar (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 7; W. S. 
Purchon Cardiff), 8; Michael J. Tapper, 8; E. Berry Webber, 
Charles Woodward, 7. 
Licentiate Members of Council: H. L. Baker (Romford), 0; 
Sianley A. Heaps, 6; G. N. Kent, 2; Major F. W. Rees (Croy- 
6; F. R. Taylor, 8: Percy J. Waldram, 4. 
Past Presidents: E. Guy Dawber, 1; Sir Raymond Unwin, 1. 
Representatives of Allied Societies in the United kingdom or the 
Free State: (Northern Province of England.) William 
Manchester), 
Lt.-Col. Ernest Gee (Liverpool), 7: F. J. Horth (Hull), 7: 
R. Gribbon (Leeds), 7; J. Mansell Jenkinson (Sheffield), 7. 
Midland Province of England.) W. T. Benslyn (Birmingham), 
:T. Trevor Sawday (Leicester). 8; W. A. Lea (Northampton), 
Major C. H. Calvert (Nottingham), 2: E. W. B. Scott 
Norwicl Southern Province of England.) Arthur H. 
igh Dawlish),8; G.C. Lawrence (Bristol),1,and subsequently 
Beacons- 
dand London), 7; Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge (Southampton), 





/ 
7: Hugo R. Bird (Brentwood), 8; John W. Little (Tonbridge), 


\llied Societies in Scotland.) James A. Arnott (Edin- 
rgh), 6: J. G. Marr (Aberdeen), 6; W. Erskine Thomson 
Vundee,, 2: A, G. Henderson (Glasgow), 3. (South Wales 
stitute of Architects.) Lt.-Col. E. H. Fawckner (Newport, 
Mon... 7. (Allied Societies in Ireland.) Professor R. M. 
.2: R. S. Wilshere (Belfast), 2. 
5 Of Allied Societies in the British Dominions Overseas: 
p J. Turner (Canada), 0: B. J. Waterhouse (Australia), o: 


Dublin 


\. H. Gummer (New Zealand). o: J. S. Cleland (South 
\ : D. W. Ditchburn (India), o. 
e of the Architectural Association (London\: Th Hon. 
y \. Pakington, 6. 


f of the Association f Architect Suri ors and Te fl=- 


{the Board of Architectural Education: A. H. Moberly. 


juently Darcy Braddell, 1. 
Cs f the Four Standing Committees: A. B. Knapp-Fisher* 
Martin S, Literature), 7: L. Svlveste1 


Practice), 7: S. Pointon Tavlor* (Science -— Y 


srigas* 


INSTITUTE OF 


Jewson Cirencester). 
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Chairman of the Allied Societies’ Conference: John Begg (Edin- 
burgh), 8. 

Chairman of the Architects’ Registration Council of the United 
Aingdom: Major Harry Barnes, o. 

Chairman of the R.I.B.A. Competitions Committee: E. 
Webber*, 4. 

*Marked thus were appointed after the first meeting of the 
Council. Possible attendances, 7 

The Art Standing Committee (7 Meetings): Professor S. D. 
Adshead, 0; R. G. Brocklehurst (High Wycombe), 4; L. H. 
Bucknell, Joint Hon. Secretary, 5; N. F. Cachemaille-Day, 4: 
C. F. W. Dening* (Bristol), 5; Joseph Emberton, 1; E. Maxwell 
Fry, Joint Hon. Secretary, 1; C. Lovett Gill, 3; Stanley Hamp 
Beaconsfield and London), Vice-Chairman, 4; Charles 
Holden*, 3; W. M. Keesey (Birmingham), 5; A. B. Knapp- 
Fisher, Chairman, 6; H. V. Lanchester, 1; Robert Lowry*. 6: 
Raymond McGrath, 5; F. Winton Newman, 3; E. B, O’Rorke*, 
1; A. S. Soutar, 3; T. S. Tait, 1; Harold Tomlinson* (Cam- 
bridge), 1; F. E. Towndrow, 3; E. Berry Webber, 0; S. L. 
Whitehouse (Birmingham). 4; G. Grey Wornum, 1. 

The Literature Standing Committee (8 Meetings): 
Patrick Abercrombie (Liverpool), 0; Miss J. F. Abram, 3: 
Louis Ambler, 6: Hope Bagenal, 0; W. W. Begley (Selsdon). 
6; S. E. Dykes Bower. 5: M. S. Briggs, Chairman, 8; L. B. 
Budden (Liverpool), 1: Professor R. M. Butler* (Dublin), 0; 
F. C. Eden*, 1; D. Theodore Fyfe (Cambridge), 5; H. S. 
Goodhart-Rendel, 0; P. D. Hepworth, 1; W. G. Holford 
Liverpool), 4; E. R. Jarrett*, 3; G. A. Jellicoe, 0; Norman 
6; Sydney D. Kitson (Oxford), 0; Basil 
Oliver.* Joint Hon. Secretary, 7; Professor A. E. Richardson, 
Vice-Chairman, 2; A. L. N. Russell, 6; Miss E. W. Scott, 2: 


] 


Berry 


Profess¢ 1 


J. N. Summerson*, 3; G. B. Tubbs, Joint Hon. Secretary, 8. 


The Practice Standing Committee (8 Meetings): Henry V. 
Ashley, 7; John Batty, 6: DD. Hi. Beaty-Pownall, Louis 
Blanc, 2: Herbert T. Buckland (Birmingham), 1; W. 1] 
Curtis. 4: H. S$. Fairhurst (Manchester), Vice-Chairman, 6; 
A. B. Hayward, 4; B. S. Hume, 6; Arthur 
Keen (Limpsfield), 6; E. Bertram Kirby (Liverpool), 7: 
\lderman G. A. Lansdown*, 7; R. Norman Mackellan 
Newcastle-on-Tyne), 5; M. W. Matts, 7; William Milburn* 
Sunderland), 2; J. MacLaren Ross, 7; E. W. B. Scott 
Norwich), 5; Major C. F. Skipper(Cambridge), 8; L. Syl- 
vester Sullivan, Chairman, 8; Percy E. Thomas (Cardiff). 5 
Herbert A. Welch, 7; Geoffrey C. Wilson*, Joint Hon.Secre- 
tary. 6; Charles Woodward. Joint Hon. Secretary, 8. 

The Science Standing ¢ nonitt 8 Meetings : ae Fe Ange i>. 6: 
O. P. Bernard, 4: A. E. Cameron, 0; F. Milton Cashmore, 6; 
H. M. Fairweather, 4: J. Ernest Franck*, 7; W. Alexander 


Baxter Greig*, 1: 


Harvey (Birmingham), 4: Arthur J. Hope* Zolton), 4: 
Lt.-Col. P. A. Hopkins (Gerrards Cross and London), 4: 
R. B. Ling*. 6; Alister G. MacDonald, 4; Alan E. Munby, 4: 


Howard Robertson*, 2: Thomas E. Scott, Vice-Chairman, 


H. D. Searles-Wood (Sutton). 0; Dr. R. E. Stradlingt (Gar- 
ston, Watford), 5: John Swarbrick (Manchester), 7: Francis R. 
Tavlor, Joint Hon. Secretary. 6; R. Minton Taylor, 1; 5S 


&: Percy J. Waldram, 5; Thomas 


Pointon Taylor, Chairman. 


Wallis, 6; C. S. White (Welwyn Garden City), 3; L. W 
Thornton White, Joint Hon. Secretary, 5; R. C. White- 
Cooper, 4. 

Marked thus were appointed after the first meeting of the 


Committee. 
+ Marked thus w 
Committee 


as appointed after the second meeting of the 
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~ re) 
Allied Societi 
1€ ocieties 7 
yn O 
BERKS, BUCKS AND OXON ARCHITECTURAI [The Minutes of the previous General Meeting id. cor Meet 
ASSOCIATION firmed and signed by the President and the annu rt Bs vat’ 
ANNUAL GENERAL M statement of accounts were presented and adopted : ry found 
i dial satiate ites idl Baas eo . . he President presented the prizes to the successt lents a with t 
at Oxford, on Saturday, 4 Mav. when a part embers was ide site 
their wives and friends sat down to lun« t ( ena Cafe a Mea ee Mr. \. Lazenby » Hull. mm 
Mr. Stanley Hamp occupi d the cl } nd pporte by Cp ; 'P é pe I nig Rt Mr. kK. Hart, Bridlingt: : R.LB 
Alderman Hyde, who represented the City of Ox -resident- xa Ai RN i Pod nies presented by Mr. Llewe en [F. 
elect and the officers of the Association Mr. K. Hart, sridlington. ee 
Among those present were: Mr. Stanley Ham] eae Mr. Kitchen once again kindly offered a similai p - 
a ee ae he Diced anal the successful student to travel abroad, emphasising th Pp 
* ap “gg oemsnteg x B. West. W. D. Hart ror ¢ ac ae of this in broadening the mind and enhancing the 1 
Hastwell Grayson, N. W. Harrison, T. R iy Pts he \ | onearins na" ge the younger members of the aes ARE 
ie AS Mean Wie GSE Male FS. 82 WW Dances Mr. Horth, the retiring President, then delivered h al a 
R. F. Dodd, A. Saxon Snell, H. W. Rising, H. S. Rogers, H. F. address in a lucid and interesting manner, assuring ers Si 
enccaibe, 1.1. Brookes, T. 1. Dale, W. 1 Gor par ee ee ee pe great and important was the work of the Institute in oe 
CB, Willcocks, RG. Mrockichurst, £. A. L, Martyn. together with «9 SE Se Maney protien conthouting the profession at the prem BI 
4 ae ae Ge see ak been drur the I President On th dannii of Lt.-Col. C. D. Allderidge [F I, ided by C 
iditiik aia Lehman Gliieter tx ahi he 4 ge tipesrecen Mr. J. 5. Syme [F.], the thanks and good wishes of the Society wer ase 
scsin in the ancvecvardh gedienion and vewed t free Bicep extended to the reuring President for his unflagging etlorts during CG 
architects doing their duty to the commu ! n publi we se ‘low ee a M 
authorities and other bodies where they ws 1 be al I flux nce ome following officers were then elected:— May: 
public opinion. Pre sident: H. Andrew [F.], Hull. R 
The election of officers for the ensuir veal é ( place Mh Vic e-k residents: C. D. Allderidge [F.], Hull; C. Le an) [4.] kK 
Aieed Sens Sack, FRIULBA. of Reade ined York; C. W. C. Needham [4.], York. —_ 
elected President, Mr. A. Buller West. F.R.I.B.A., of Abingdon, cet epee: ~¢ oe [A-], _—_ ce 
a aii ei Raia AN TE ita ERIBA a Hon. Treasurer: E, A. Pollard [L.], York. by 
CG Birdwood Wilescks FoR 18.4. we sane een Council: W. E. Biscomb [L.], York. C. H. E. Bridgen {/.], York ies 
wis Man. Audit seqpectivels A. Hick [L.], Hull;. ‘C. Oliver [L.], Hull; F. W. Porteus [L.] fo 
Nr Serena ae ates SE = _ Y ork; A. Rankine [.4.], Hull; T. Snowden [F.], Hull; A. N. Thorpe pe 
been made by the Branches of the Associatior [L.], York; H. F. Wharf [4.], Hull. ek . : D 
The present membership of the Society 1s 151, consisting of 12 = 
Berks. H > Me Hs a. res wv Pie: gE RRR? -< And tl 
‘a oats = onorary Members, 63 Fellows, 54 Associates and 22 Students. Cita 
C F. a —. I "es ’ . Ice "Fd ( , : “ rs of the [he balance sheet was found to be in a satisfactory and health ( nae 
iouncil: S. E. Burrett, -~ orris, 2.1.B.A., Saunder { meet 
F.R.LB.A., E. S. Smith, F.R.LB.A.. J. E. B. R L.R.LB.A 7 D 
F. Wood, F.R.I.B.A., W. J. Freeman. A.R.I.B.A H. Maurice . th 
Hutt. A.R.IB.A. ESSEX. CAMBRIDGE AND HERTFORDSHIRE SOCIETS _— 
Bucks. OF ARCHITECTS Fi 
W. D. Hartley, F.R.1-B.A.. Vice-Pri : M of the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
Council: G. Langley Taylor, F.R.I.B.A.. H. J. Su F.R.I.B.A., : , 
C. S. Kimpton, A-R.I.B.A., W. G. P I.RIBA i 2 [he annual genera! meeting of the above Society was held " 
Borrett, A.R.I.B.A the Palace Hotel, Southend, on 1 May 1935. DEATO! 
Oxon. [he Secretary read a report setting out the activities of U ~ 
WwW. A. Daft WpeA.  WicecPeeside \ | Society during the past year, and laid stress on the work done | Ber ne 
Council: T. L. Dale. F.R.I.B.A.. R. | D 1 F.R.1BA.. G. Has the \ irious Chapters in lectures to schools, and was pleased to not “D 
wall Craveon. E-ROLRA. (Ret H.F.H ee LRIBA that panels had been agreed to at Watford, Rickmansworth an th 
N. W. Harrison, F.R.I.B.A.. and T. Rayson, F.R.1.B.A Brentwood ti 
After the meeting the party visited is buildings he numerical strength of the Society has now reached 401, a H 
at Lady Margaret Hall. designed by Sir Giles G RS ee he finances are in a sound state. G 
House, designed by Sir Herbert Baker: the new Scie Library, Mr. Hugo R. Bird, F.R.I.B.A., was unanimously elected CARTE 
designed by Professor Hubert Worthington: af h they were President for 1937-6. and on taking the chair delivered a mos A 
kindly entertained to tea at All S« ( Pr Ward ind interesting address to the members. H 
Mrs. Adams. \ hearty vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. O. H. Cockrill f R 
s work during the past year. CRAWI 
YORK AND EAST YORKSHIRE ARCHITECTURAI In the evening the annual dinner was held at the hote I, hen I } i 
SOCIETY sat down, including among the number ot distinguished guests a 
Sir Giles Scott, Sir lan and Lady MacAlister, the Mayor ané H 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETI Mayoress of Southend, Mayor and Mayoress of Chelmsford, an G 
The York and East Yorkshire At ctural Society held its the Mayor and Mavyoress of Ilford. OVE: 
Annual General Meeting at the Imperial Hotel, Hull, on Friday [he arrangements for the meeting and dinner were very 4) tu 
26 April 1935, under the chairmanship of Mr. Frederick J. Hort} carried out by Mr. H. Ayshford, L.R.I.B.A.. the Assistant Secreta! “ 
[F.] who is to be congratulated on the success of the day. ; 
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Membership Lists 


PLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 
ELECTION: 24 JUNE 1935 

ice with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, an elec- 

iates for membership will take place at the Council 
held on Monday, 24 June 1935. The names and 
1c candidates, with the names of their proposers, 

fund by the Council to be eligible and qualified in accordance 

vith the Charter and Bye-laws are herewith published for the 


In acco! 
ion of ¢ an 
Meeting to 


idresses O! 


formatic fmembers. Notice of any objection or any other 
munication respecting them must be sent to the Secretary 
RLB.A. not later than Tuesday, 4 June 1935. 


AS FELLOWS (9 

C4rELESS: SEFTON STOcKFORD [A. 1924], 74 Great Russell Street, 
Bloomsbury Square, W.C.1; Cotswold, Pinner Hill, Middlesex. 
Proposed by Herbert A. Welch, Harold E. Moss and Geoffrey 
T. Mullins. . 

Cuare: ALFRED DouGtas, M.C. [A. 1919], 44 Bedford Row, W.C.1; 
19 Holly Park, N.3. Proposed by Professor A. E. Richardson, 
Stanley Hamp and C. Lovett Gill. 

Crowe: JoserH JoHN, O.B.E. [A. 1913]. 74 Great Russell Street, 
Bloomsbury Square, W.C.1: 31 Squirrells Heath Avenue, Rom- 
ford. Proposed by Herbert A. Welch. Harold E. Moss and 
Geottr« \ = Mullins. 

Howrrr: CLAupbE ELsBorne [. 1907], Bentinck Buildings, Wheeler 
Gate, Nottingham; 50 Arboutum Street, Nottingham. Proposed by 
Major Charles H. Calvert, John Woollatt and A. Ernest Heazell. 

May: ARTHUR JOHN [A. 1923]. 24 Bishopsgate, E.C.: 77 Attimore 
Road, Welwyn Garden City, Herts. Proposed by Cameron 
Kirby, W. Chas. Waymouth and George E. Hubbard. 

\EEDHAM: CHARLES WiLLtAM Casumore, M.T.P.I. [.4. 1921], 3 Dun- 
combe Place. York: ““Gatesgarth,”’ Dringhouses, York. Proposed 
by Kenneth Ward, E. Prentice Mawson and H. V. Lanchester. 

WooprorrE: NORMAN Freperick, O.B.E., P.A.S.1. [4. 1919], 5 Bed- 
ford Row, W.C.1; 20 Russell Road, Kensington, W.14. Pro- 
posed by W. H. Woodroffe, W. Campbell Jones and John 
Dovaston. 

{nd the following Licentiates who are qualified under Section IV, 

Clause 4 (c. ii) of the Supplemental Charter of 1925: 

Grorce: THe Revp. Canon GEORGE FRANK, St. Peter’s Vicarage, 
Devizes, Wilts. Applying for nomination by the Council under 
the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Wesrcorr: Lrv.-Cor. Georce, O.B.E., J.P., 13 Bridge Street, Man- 
chester; Moseley Lodge, Cheadle, Cheshire. Proposed by 
Francis Jones, Dr. Percy $. Worthington and Jarmes R. Adam- 
son. 

AS ASSOCIATES (11 

Beaton: JAMES JouN [Special Examination], 46 Livingstone Avenue, 
Salisbury, S. Rhodesia. Proposed by F. A. Jaffray, D. Mac- 
Gillivray and J. R. Hobson. 

BRICKELL: ALBERT STANLEY [Passed five years’ joint course at the 
Department of Architecture, Northern Polytechnic, London, and 
the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion], 54 Butchers Road, Custom House, E.16. Proposed by 
Howard Robertson, Hon. Humphrey Pakington and C. Lovett 
Gill. 

Carter: RicHarp [Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 43 Hilltop, 
Hampstead Garden Suburb, N.W.11. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, L. H. Bucknell and J. Murray Easton. 

Crawrorp: Ceci, HuGu [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], Rath- 
dune, Downpatrick, Co. Down, N. Ireland. Proposed by 
Howard Robertson, Hon. Humphrey Pakington and C. Lovett 
Gill. 

Dove: Harry [Passed five years’ course at the School of Architec- 
ture, Leeds College of Art. Exempted from Final Examination], 
66 Francis Street, Leeds, 7. Proposed by F. L. Charlton, Victor 
dain and G. H. Foggitt. 


FLetr: GeorGeE [Passed five years’ course at the School of Architec- 
ture, Robert Gordon’s Colleges, Aberdeen. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 5 Seafield Street, Findochty, Banffshire, 
Scotland. Proposed by R. Leslie Rollo, James B. Nicol and 
John G. Marr. , 

PAGE: TERENCE CULMER [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association, Exempted from Final Examination], 8 Cedars 
Road, Chiswick, W.4. Proposed by Howard Robertson, Noel 
D. Sheffield and Val. Bonella 

Price: Rosperr KenNeTH [Special Examination], P.O. Box 272 
Salisbury, 5S. Rhodesia. Proposed by F. A. Jaffray, D. Mac- 
Gillivray and J. R. Hobson. 

SmirH: RicHARD VERNON [Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted from 
Final Examination]. 51 Hamilton Square, Birkenhead. Pro- 
posed by Bernard A. Miller. Charles W. Harris and Gilbert 
Fraser. 

WALKLEY: Gavin [Passed the qualifying Examination approved by 
the Board of Architectural Education of the Royal Australian 
Institute of Architects], 157 Strangways Terrace, North Ade- 
laide, South Australia. Proposed by L. Laybourne-Smith, W. H 
Bagot and Philip R. Claridge 

WRAGGE: NORMAN Oswa op | Passed five years’ course at the School of 
\rchitecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 23 Leighton Road. Old Trafford, Man- 
chester. Proposed by Professor R. A. Cordingley, Francis Jones 
and Hubert Worthington. 


AS LICENTIATES (9g 

BurRETr: SyDNEY Epwiy, 11 Friar Street, Reading: 8 Prospect Street, 
Reading. Proposed by C. B. Willcocks. W. R. Morris and E. 
Steward Smith. 

CROWTHER: Ceci Henry, 38 Cookridge Street. Leeds: ““Verma 
Kenda,’ Cookridge Lane, Cookridge. Leeds. Proposed by 
G. W. Atkinson, Chas. W. Tomlinson and T. Butler Wilson. 

Dark: FRANKLAND, 87 Buckingham Palace Road, London, S.W.1: 
St. Mary House. Wimbledon, S.W.10. Proposed by P. T. 
Wilsdon, F. Sutcliffe and F. Q. Farmer. 

FAIRBANK: BENJAMIN Browne, 11 Hallfield Road, Bradford, York- 
shire: 1 Coniston Grove, Bradford. Proposed by Eric Morley, 
Wm. Illingworth and T. Butler Wilson. 

PALLING: FREDERICK STANLEY, 34 Gordon Square, W.C.1:; 8 Burnaby 
Crescent, Chiswick. W.4. Proposed by Joseph Hill, Joseph 
Emberton and Harold B. Challen. 

Sykes: ERNEST ALFRED, 22 St. Peter's Street, St. Albans: “Sunny 
Dawn,” Harpenden Road, St. Albans. Applying for nomina- 
tion by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Witson: Bertram, P.A.S.I., High Street. Tadcaster: Windyridge, 
Tadcaster. Proposed by Victor Bain, C. E. Fox and T. Butler 
Wilson. 

WITHERS: KENNETH GEORGE. 50 Cannon Street. London, E.C.4; 
86 Hillside Crescent, Leigh-on-Sea, Essex. Proposed by C. 
Wontner Smith, R. E, Enthoven and John Grey. 

WorrICKER: JOHN WILLIAM, Personnel Department, Architects’ 
Branch, G.P.O.; 18 Wren Gardens, Romford, Essex. Proposed 
by C. Bouton Smith and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 


ELECTION OF MEMBERS 

In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 1o and 11, the fol- 
lowing candidates for membership were elected at the Council 
Meeting held on Monday. 13 May 1935: 

\S HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBER (1 
MaiGror: Emre, President de la Société des Architectes Diplémés 
par le Gouvernement, Paris. 
AS FELLOWS (8 


3ATZER: ALBERT Epwarp, F.S.I. [A. 1g2t]. 
CaACHEMAILLE-Day: NUGENT FRANcIs CACHEMAILLE [A. 1926]. 
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Hate: Arrep [A. 1892], Birminghan 

Hitt: GEorGE Noe [| A. 1919], Mancl 

LovELL: RicHARD Gou.Lsurn, A.T.P.1 / 

McBeatu: JoHN Gorpon [A. 1919], Sale, 

PerrovircH: DovucHAN SLOBODA. A.A 
Singapore. 

And the following Licentiate 

Examination: 

Craze: RoMILLY BERNARD. 




















































































AS ASSOCIATES 

BARNARD: ARTHUR FRANCIS GERALD |] 
Architectural Association. Exempt 

Buanp: Joun, B.Arch.McGill [ Passed five 
of Architecture, McGill Univer » Mi 
Final Examination]. 

Cow1n: DouGLass MAvRICE | Passed { 
School of Architecture, Uni 
Final Examination], Johann 

Geers: GEURT MARINUS JACOBUS 
approved by the Board of Ai 
tute of South African Archit 

Hturvey: Louis FReDERIC [Passe 
School of Architecture 
empted from Final Examin 

KNIGHT: LIONEL ETHELBERT | P 
of Architecture, Robert Gi I ( 
empted from Final Examina \\ 

LAtmLER: GAVIN GRAHAM | Pass 
tural Association. Exempted hi 


pP 


Bucks. 
Licut: ALFRED CHARLES | Passed 
School of Architecture, Universit f J 


Final Examination], Cardiff. 
Martin: Bast. Victor | Passed fi 
Association. Exempted from Final Ex 
ROBERTSON: JAMES | Passed five years’ 
tecture, Edinburgh College f Ay 
Examination], Edinburgh 
Stimpson: BERNARD ARTHUR 
approved by the Board of Archit 


Pass 


AS LICENTIATES 





3RADY: KENNETH RussELL, Heat 
Cioucu: WILLIAM Howe, Newcast 
Couns: ROBERT JAMES. 

Davis: CHRISTOPHER Henry RO 

FERNIE: Cyrit, Birmingham 

FewstTER: LIONEL Huco. 

WALSINGHAM: ARTHUR ROLAND, M 
Witurams: Evan Grirriry, Bangor, N. \W 


ELECTION OF STUDEN] 

The following were elected as Stu 

meeting of the Council held on the 13 M 
3LAND: Ouiver. 76 Bedford Street, I 
CoLLINGTON: FREDERICK WILLIAM I 


Leicester. 


Levy: Rutrn Francis, c'o The A 
Bedford Square, London, W.¢ 
Lump: ArtruurR, 19 Lord Street, Sowe1 B 


London, P21. 
MARSHALL: Percy Epwin ALAN JOHNSON, 
Park, Liverpool, &. 


MippLeton: Putuie Roy, Clovelly, B 
STEEL: JOHN, 18 Kilnside Road, P 
Srour: GEORGE RussELL, Laurel Bat \\ 


VERDON: RoBERT BERNARD, “Brewer 


pool. 


tute of South African Architects], Johanne 


GasKELL: THOMAS, JOSCELINE, Kiddington Ha 


ROYAI 


Moor, ¢ 


MAppEN: ANTONY AUGUSTINE, 57 Cann Hall 


( 





n, Oxf 
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WALKER: FrReD BuTrrerwortn, Grosvenor Place, 
Yorks 

WALKLEY: GAvIN, 157 Strangways Terrace, Nort e. § 
Australia 

\WoopHovuseE: BEATRICE ETHEL Livesey, The Vica ( 

Preston. 


R.I.B.A. PROBATIONERS 


During the month of April 1935 the followin 

as Probationers of the Royal Institute:— 

BAMBER: DouG Las Hac, 7 Tithebarn Street, Poulton 
pool, Lancs. 

BARLOW: JAMES Epwarp, 18 Ferndale Avenue, \\ S 
ort. 

Batty: KENNETH, 12 Victoria Road, Yeovil. 

SEAN: NORMAN, 13 Ivy Place, New Earswick, nr. You 

BeLLAMY: ALBERT ALEXANDER, 85 Union Road, ( SM 

B MY: ALFRED JOHN SPENCER, Shawniga | Bea 
Paignton, Devon. 

sIGGS: KENNETH, 8 Woodgate Avenue, Bury Road, R . Lar 

SURKE: [AN Davin, 5 Park Drive, Whalley Range, M el 


i 
I 
CAMERON: FREDERICK, 7 Olive Street, Woodvale Ro 
( 
( 





‘NING: Leste ‘THOMAs, 21 Quinton Street, | 


ton, Birmingham. 

Cox: Rovert CHARLEs, 48 St. Georges Road, Alders Hants. 

DATE: PaArrick, Ewell Cottage, Eastwich Drive, ( Book} 
Surrey. 

Dixon: KENNETH, 87 Marine Avenue, Monkseaton, Northum 
land. 

Dixon: THomas. 49 Thornfield Road, Linthorpe, Middl 

DovuGias: ALAN, 4 Surrey Square, Edinburgh. 

DrysURGH: JOHN, 5 Fourth Avenue, Heworth, York. 

East: FRANCIS JOHN, 156 Queen’s Drive, Nottingham 

FAULKNER: PETER ERNEsT, 7 Councillor Lane, Adswood, Chea 
Hulme. Ches. 

Gatorr: Mavurice, 74 Acanthus Avenue. Fenham, Newcastle- 
Pyne 

GAYMER: ANTHONY Durnrorp, c/o A. S. G. Butler, 4 Francis St 
Westminster. S.W.1. 

GRAVES: LesytrE WitniAM ASHWELL, “The Bungalow,” Fleet Ri 
South Benfleet, Essex. 

GREENING: CyriL JOHN, 9 Wilton Crescent, Wimbledon, S.W.1 

Hari: THomas, 32 Merchiston Avenue, Edinburgh. 

HANNAM: RICHARD JOHN, 20A Sackville Road. Hove, Sussex 

Harvey: Ronatp ALBERT, 125 Hildaville Drive, Westcliff-on-S 
Esse Xx 

Hetyar: Leonarp, 14 Crofton Avenue, Yeovil, Somerset. 

Hour: KENNETH STANLEY, Broadhalgh Farm. Broadhalgh. Rochd 

HorsraLi: GEOFFREY FARNELL, “Bolland,” Cross Cop, Heys 





Humpurys: DerricK RAYMOND, Aviemore, Surrenden Roa 


Brighton. 

Hunt: Cyri. Greorce ALEXANDER, Ashtree Cottage, High Stre 
Poole. Dorset. 

JAcos: CHARLES Epwarp, 36 Southgate Street. Bury St. Edmun 
Suffolk. 


Jones: FREDERICK WtLuIAM, ‘“‘Luccombe.”’ 5 Northwood Wa 


Northwood, Middlesex. 
JoRDAN: Ertc Ropert, Chapel Road, Charlwood, Horley. Surt 
Kempron: CLAupDE WALTER, 349 Green Lanes, Palmers Green, \ 
KNIGHT: FRANK STEWART, 13 Market Place, Wincanton, Somers 
KOHN-SPEYER: MADELEINE, Old Quarry Hall, Bletchingley, Surre 
LANNIGAN: SAMUEL, Oak View, Gowkthrapple, Wishaw, Lanarks 
LAwson: JOHN Bropig, ‘‘Licestria,’”’ Market Avenue, Chiches 
SUSSE Xx. 
Levy: Rurn Francis, c/o The Architectural Associatior 
Bedford Square, W.C.1. 





I s: Basi. ALFRED, 68 Chartfield Avenue. Putney, S.\ 

Lewis: WiLtrreD STEPHEN, 2 Fort View Villas. Springfield R 
Uplands, Stroud, Gloucestershire. 

LisrER: HERBERT ROBERT, 268 Southtown, Gt. Yarmo 


McBretu: ARCHIBALD JAMEs, Waulkmill, Blackford, Pert 





LA I S.W. 
LEAVER: GILBERT RuHopEs, Sir Josiah Mason’s Orpha Erdin 
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\uisraiR. Clunes, Calvine, Perthshire. 


\UCHI 
wenn KENNETH, 49, South Street, Havant, Hants. _ 
\cHELL: H .RD NorMAN, “Rozel,”’? Annandale Road, Guildford, 
Surre 
\foore: DA (jForRGE, “Gainsford.”’ St. Marks, Cheltenham. 
vf RES: it RIC, 7 Curtiss Road, Heaton Mersey, Manchester. 
erp: Maris Winwiam, “Highdale,” Cantelupe Road, Ilkeston, 
Derbys 
INE: JOH \RWICK, 16, Halvard Street, Bury. Lancs. 
ELL: P ck Joun Lowry, co Col. Jack Powell, D.S.O., 
Wolfe! \bberbury Road, Iffley, Oxtord 
GRA LLE CLaupE, “Eversleyv,’ Durlevy Road, Bourne- 


INSTITUTE OF 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS 845 
Rew: Antony Grey. Westlake, Blundell’s School, Tiverton, Devon 
Rep: JOHN SKINNER, Newmill, Drumlithie, Kincardineshire. 
RICHARDSON: KENNETH FRENCH, 50 Buckingham Road, Brighton. 
TAPNER: BENJAMIN CHARLES, 88 Chester Terrace, Brighton. 
WALKLEY: GAVIN, 157 Strangways Terrace, North Adelaide, South 
Australia. 
WeEBsTER: Guy EVERARD, Kingsway, 5 Bath Road, Worthing. 
Witkie: Roperrt ANDREW, c/0 10 Dempster Street, Wick, Caithness, 
Scotland. 

Winttams: Ivan, 60 St. Philip’s Avenue, Penn Fields, Wolverhamp- 
ton. 
WINDER 
YATES 


ARTHUR SMALLWOOD, 130 Queen’s Road, London, W.2. 
ARTHUR, 30 Edenvale Avenue, Bispham, Blackpool. 


Notices 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCE, GLASGOW, 
19-22 JUNE 1935 
Final arrangements for all the events of the Conference are 
now being made. It is hoped that all members and students 
have not already done so will at once refer to the pro- 
gramme sent to them with the issue of the JOURNAL for 27 
\pril and send in their names without delay for such of the 
ents as they desire to take part in. 
Members of the R.I.B.A. and the Allied and Associated 
Societies who are officials of local authorities will be cordially 
welcomed as delegates to the Conference. 


TRAVELLING FACILITIES 


he railway companies in Great Britain and the Irish Free 
agreed to issue return tickets to Glasgow at a 
reduced rate, namely, the ordinary single fare and one-third 
r the double journey, to members and their friends who 
attend the Conference. 

Members who desire to take advantage of this special 
reduced fare concession must present at the booking office a 
signed voucher to be previously obtained from the Secretary 


RBA. 


State have 


CONFERENCE EXHIBITION 


Since the publication of the preliminary programme of the 
Conference, details have been received regarding an exhibition 
vhich it is proposed to arrange in connection with the Con- 
ference. The exhibition, which will consist of photographs, 
vill illustrate architectural development in the area of the 
Glasgow Institute of Architects during the last century and 
will show the progress made in this district towards a manner 
of architecture expressive of the tendencies of the time in 
Scotland 


REJECTION OF ARCHITECTS’ DESIGNS BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES 

Under the 1932 Town and Country Planning Act, Local 
Authorities have power to reject elevations which they con- 
sider are harmful to the amenities of the neighbourhood. 
Many Local Authorities have consulted the Panel of Archi- 
(ects set up by the C.P.R.E. and the R.I.B.A. in connection 
with the elevations of buildings. There have been instances, 
however, where Councils, without a skilled Adviser, have re- 
cted the plans of qualified Architects on esthetic grounds. 
Members of the Institute who have had plans rejected in 
this way are asked to notify the Secretary. 


PROFESSIONAL INDEMNITY INSURANCE 
The Practice Standing Committee and the Council. i 
directing the attention of members to the article by Mr. 
Maurice Webb, Chairman of the A.B.S. Insurance Com- 
mittee. published in the JOURNAL of g February 1935. on 
pages 456-457. would urge upon members the importance of 


) 
insuring against claims which may be made against them by 
clients. 

As pointed out by Mr. Webb, only 15 per cent. of indepen- 
dent practising architects in the United Kingdom are insured 
against such claims and, further, that fact makes it incumbent 
upon underwriters to charge premiums considerably higher 
in rate than would be necessary if the profession generally 
made a practice of insuring. 

Members, therefore, who are not at present covered by a 
professional indemnity policy are urged, both in their own 
interests and in the interests of the profession as a whole, 
seriously to « onsider the points in Mr. Maurice Webb’s artic le 
and write to the Secretary of the A.B.S. for full particulars of 
the policies which are obtainable. 


THE R.1.B.A. REGISTER OF ASSISTANTS 
SEEKING ENGAGEMENTS 

Members and Students of the R.I.B.A. and the Allied 
and Associated Societies are reminded that a Register of 
Assistants seeking engagements is kept at the offices of the 
Royal Institute. 

An assistant seeking employment should obtain from the 
Secretary R.I.B.A. the necessary form (to be filled up in 
duplicate) on which particulars must be given as to the 
applicant’s age, qualifications, salary required, references, etc. 

The application will hold good for one month from the date 
of receipt, after which it must be renewed unless the applicant 
has meanwhile obtained employment. 

Architects, whether members of the R.I.B.A. or not, will be 
furnished on application with the names and addresses of 
persons desiring employment as assistants, improvers or clerks 
of works as the case may be. Architects applying for assistants 
should give the following particulars of their requirements: 
(1) whether temporary or permanent engagement; (2) junfor 
or senior assistants; (3) particulars of duties and style of work; 
(4) salary offered. 

CESSATION OF MEMBERSHIP 

Under the provisions of Bye-law 21, the following has ceased 

to be a member of the R.I.B.A.: 
As LICENTIATI 
John George Douglas Hoets. 
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Competitions 


The Council and Competitions Committee wish to remind 
members and members of Allied Societies that it is their 
duty to refuse to take part in competitions unless the conditions 
are in conformity with the R.I.B.A. Regulations for the Con- 
duct of Architectural Competitions and have be ipproved by 
the Institute. 


While, in the case of small limited pri ympetitions, 
modifications of the R.I.B.A. Regulations n be approved, 
it is the duty of members who are asked to take part in a 
limited competition to notify the Secretary of 2 eA. 
immediately, submitting particulars of the competition. 
This requirement now forms part of the ( ide of Professional 
Practice in which it is ruled that a formal invitation to two 
or more architects to prepare designs in competition for the 
same project is deemed a limited competiti 

BIRMINGHAM: NEW MUNICIPAL OFFICES 


The General Purposes Committee of the City of Birmingham 
invite architects of British nationality and practising in the 
British Isles to submit, in competition, designs for new Muni- 


cipal Offices. 


Assessor: Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A., F.S.A 
Premiums: £1,000, £600, £400 ar d £250 
Last day for receiving designs: 28 June 1935 


Last day for questions: 30 March 1935 


BISHOPSGATE: NEW POLICE STATION AND 
BUILDINGS 


ite architects 


The Corporation of the City of Londo 


whose principal offices are within the Cit London ot1 
the area of the Metropolitan Police to submit ympetition, 
designs for a new Police Station, Dwellings and Hospital in 


Bishopsgate. 
Assessor: Mr. H. Austen Hall! | F.] 
Premiums: £250, £100 and £50 
Last day for receiving designs: 31 May 193 
Last day for questions: 25 March 1935. 


CHEADLE: NEW COUNCIL CHAMBER AND OFFICES 


> 


The Cheadle Rural District Council invite Registered Archi- 
tects residing or practising in the county of Stafford to submit 


in competition designs for new Coun il Chamber and Offices 
to be erected at Greenhill, Cheadle. 

Assessor: Mr. Ernest C. Bewlay [F 

Premiums: £100, £70 and £30. 

Last day for receiving designs: 30 June 1935 


Conditions may be obtained on applicatior Mr. F. S. 
1 


Cox, Clerk to the Cheadle Rural District Council, Cheadle 
Stoke-on-Trent. Deposit £2 2s 


DONCASTER: PROPOSED NEW GRAMMAR SCHOOL 


It is proposed that this competition shall be limited to 
“local architects’? (as defined by the Assessor, Mr. W. G. 
Newton [F.]) and six architects to be nominated by the 
President of the R.I.B.A. The suggested premiums are £200, 


£100 and £75. 
GLASGOW: FOUR-APARTMENT COTTAGE 


In connection with the Housing and Health Exhibition to be 


held in the Kelvin Hall in October. the Glasgow Corporation 


ROYAT INSTITUTE 
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< Lay 1935 
invite architects in Scotland to submit in compet 


: 2 t designs 
for a four-apartment, semi-detached cottage. 


\ssessors: Mr. G. Gardner M’Lean [Z.]. 
Mr. W. Hunter M’Nab [F.]. 
Mr, j.. Hi. Ferre [Z.]. 
Premiums: £100, £75, £50 and £25. 
Last day for sending in designs: 14 June 1935. 
Conditions of the competition may be obtain 
tion to The Manager, Kelvin Hall, Glasgow. 





applic a- 


HERTFORD: NEW CENTRAL COUNTY BUILDINGS 

Che Hertfordshire County Council invite tects to 
submit, in competition, designs for new Ce1 County 
Buildings to be erected at Hertford. 

Assessor: Mr. Robert Atkinson [F.]. 

Premiums: £350, £250 and £150. 

Last day for receiving designs: 1 October 1935 

Last day for questions: 1 July 1935. 

Conditions may be obtained on application to The Clerk 
of the County Council, Clerk of the Peace Offi Hertford 


Deposit £2 2s. 
I A 


KENDAL, WESTMORLAND: NEW COUNTY 
OFFICES 


The Westmorland County Council invite architects of 
British nationality and practising in the British Isles to submit, 
in competition, designs for new County Offices to be erected 
at Kendal. 

\ssessor: Mr. G. H. Foggitt [F.]. 

Premiums: £200, £125 and £75. 

Last day for receiving designs: 4 July 1935. 
ILast day for questions: 2 May 1935. 


ROMFORD: NEW MUNICIPAL OFFICES 


Che Romford Urban District Council invite architects of 
sritish nationality and practising in the British Isles to submit, 
in competition, designs for new Municipal Offices at Romford 

Assessor: Mr. Kenneth M. B. Cross, M.A. [F.]. 

Premiums: £250, £100 and £50. 

Last day for submitting designs: 29 June 1935. 

Last day for questions: 30 April 1935. 


SWINDON: NEW MUNICIPAL OFFICES 


Che Corporation of Swindon invite architects of British 
nationality and resident in the British Isles to submit, in com- 
petition, designs for new Municipal Offices. 

Assessor: Prof. A. B. Knapp-Fisher [F.]. 

Premiums: £350, £250 and £150. 

Last day for receiving designs: 31 August 1935. 

Last day for questions: 25 May 1935. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to the Town Clerk, Town Hali, Swindon. Deposit £1 1s 


COMPETITION RESULTS 
SHEFFIELD: UNIVERSITY EXTENSIONS 
1. Mr. T. A. Lodge [F.]. . 
Second and Third premiums pooled and divided equalh 


between Mr. R. Fielding Dodd [F.] (Oxford) and Messrs 
Gibbs and Gibbs [F.] (Sheffield). 
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WEMBLEY: NEW TOWN HALL 
Mr. Clifford Strange. 
Mess \. W. Kenyon [F.] and S. G. Livock [F... 


Messrs. E. D. Lyons and L., Israel [A.]. 
Mes Vine and Vine [A4.]. 


Highly commended: Messrs. H. R. Collins [F.] and A. E. 


ens 4.| Bournemouth). 
Mr. R. G. Cox. 


I 


Members’ Column 


TEMPORARY QUANTITY SURVEYOR’S ASSISTANT 

.s are invited for the temporary appointment of Quan- 
\ssistant in the Public Works Department of Southern 
salary of £500 per annum. 


\PPLICAT 

Surve yor" 
thodesia, a 
Preference 
\ssociate of the Chartered Surveyors’ Institution, or 
Membership of the Chapter of South African Quantity Surveyors, 


Hessional 


examination. 

[he period of appointment will be for one year, renewable by 
tual agreement vear by year up to three years. 

\pplicants should state age, qualifications and experience, and 
rward their applications by Air Mail to the Director of Publi: 
Vorks, P.O. Box 365, Salisbury, by whom they will be received up 


} May 1935- 
LEMPORARY ARCHITECTURAL DRAUGHTSMAN 


APPLICATIONS are invited for the 
hitectural Draughtsman in the Public 


temporary appointment o 


Works Department « 





Southern Rhodesia, at a salary of £500 per annum. 

Preference will be given to applicants who are Associates of the 
Royal Institute of British Architects, by examination. 

lhe period of appointment will be for one year, renewable by 





greement year by year, up to three vears. 

s should state age, qualifications and experience, and 
vard their applications by Air Mail to the Director of Public 
tks, P.O. Box 365, Salisbury, by whom they will be received up 
31 May 


\pplican 


1935. 


APPOINTMENT WANTED 
R.I.B.A. (50), wide general experience Government 
woad and privately France and England, adaptable, energetic, 
rsatile, good organiser, accustomed to working single-handed, 
ks salaried appointment as quasi partner to Architect with 
intry practice any part of England. Interview London by arrange- 
30x No. 2455, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 


FELLOW 


PARTNERSHIPS WANTED 
Universiry GRADUATE (Ist Class Hons. B.Arch. 
secks partnership. Has had experience in good offices 
England and the United States, and in the preparation of com- 
tiuon drawings. Is young, has travelled widely, and has special 
ialifications in design, including the Rome Scholarship and the 
Victory Prize of the R.I.B.A. Box No. 2255, c/o Sec retary R.I.B.A. 
\.R.LB.A. (43), with small practice, desires to join with older 
\rchitect with view of taking over practice in the future. London 
referred. Box No. 1755; c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 


A.R.IB.A, 


Liverpool 


COLLABORATOR WANTED 
\rcuiTect, A.R.I.B.A., A.A.Dipl., having a small but 
actice, willing to collaborate on competition or other 
"k with architect in practice. Reply to Box No. 2745, c/o 
Secretarv R.TLBLA, 
\RCHITECT’S EQUIPMENT FOR DISPOSAL 


\ssociate has for disposal, complete equipment: Large 


J 


and other drawing tables; walnut plan cabinet with drawers; 
I shelves and cupboard over (in sections); kneehole 


will be given to applicants holding the diploma of 
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writing table with drawers, etc.; stools, drawing boards, tee- 
squares; Stanley’s 14 inch level, with prismatic compass, etc., all in 
perfect order; architectural books: case of building stones, etc.— 


Apply H., 39 Belmont Road, Uxbridge. 


COMFORTABLE GUEST-HOUSE 


STUDENT recommends a most comfortable Guest House at 45 Tel- 
ford Avenue, Streatham Hill, London, S.W.2. ’Phone: Tulse Hill 
$226. 

OFFICES TO LET 

\ Fram of Architects has seven rooms to let, including two whole 
floors (as a whole or separately) in W.1 district. Apply Box No. 
2355, C/O Secretary R.1.B.A. 


SHARE IN OFFICE 
MemBeErR offers share in light, new office, Hanover Square; suit- 
able for young architect with small practice or occasional jobs. 
Moderate inclusive rent; use of telephone, etc. Possible part-time 
Reply Box No. 1055, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A. 


employment. 


ROOMS TO LET 


Room to let in the Temple. Recently decorated, good light. 
£60 per annum with use of waiting room. Box No. 2155, c/o 
Secretary R.I.B.A. 

FURNISHED rooms to let in ladies’ flat, Stratford Place, Oxford 
Street. Special terms to young lady architect. Ring Regent 5935. 


ACCOMMODATION TO LET 


accommodation to let, Albemarle Street, 


$047- 


ARCHITECT’s office 


p 


Piccadilly Ring Regent 


CHANGE OF ADDRESS 


Mr. T. Scorr SuTHERLAND, F.R.I.B.A., has changed his address 
to Amicable House, Union Street, Aberdeen. Telephone No.: 
Aberdeen 6000—2 lines. Telegrams: Amicable, Aberdeen. 

From 25 May the address of Messrs. James and Bywaters and S. 
Rowland Pierce will be 5, Bloomsbury Street, W.C.1. Tel. Museum 
9952-3: 

rRADE CATALOGUES WANTED 

L. M. Currare, F.R.I.B.A., A.M.T.P.I., Chartered Architect 
and Town Planning Consultant, of New Street, Sripuram, Roya- 
pettah, Madras, would be pleased to receive trade catalogues, 
samples of materials, etc., for buildings such as educational institu- 
tions, banks, offices and hospitals. 


Minutes X 


\t the One Hundred and First Annual General Meeting held on 
Monday, 13 May 1935, at 8 p.m. 

Mr. Maurice E. Webb, D.S.O., M.C. 
the chair. 

he meeting was attended by about 100 members and guests. 

[he Minutes of the Eighth General Meeting held on 15 April 
JourRNAL, were taken as read, 


M.A.., 


Vice-President, in 


1935, having been published in the 
contirmed and signe d as correct. 
The Hon. Secretary announced the decease of:— 
dmund John Hart, elected Associate 1919. 
James Walter James, elected Associate 1876. 
Charles Dickinson, elected Licentiate I93l. 
Charles Dunch, transferred to Licenuiateship 1925. 
y E. Lavender, transferred to Licentiateship 1925. 
Thomas James Morgan, elected Licentiate 1910. 
And it was Resolved that the regrets of the Institute for their loss be 
| Minutes and that a message of sympathy and con- 


nteread on the 
yed to thei 


dolenc be onve relatives. 
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The following members attending for 
election were formally admitted by the 


Mr. E. W. Jennings [F.]. 

Mr. L. H. Shattock [F.}. 

Mr. Wm. Halkerston [A.]. 

Mr. Arthur G. Nisbet [A.]. 

Mr. Lincoln Page [A.]. 

Mr. H. Graham Rennie | A.]. 

Mr. W ilfrid M. Woodhouse 

Mr. W. F. Brown [Z.]. 

Mr. C. A. Bransgrove [Student] 

Mr. S. Carr [Student]. illett [Student]. 
Mr. Wm. Clarkson | Student}. ober ( lent 


significance 


x held is 


The Chairman drew the attention of the meeti y 
of the fact that this was the first Annu eneral etin 
the new building and mentioned that hanks 1 
of the Council had already been « 
Horner for their excellent 
building. At the Chairman’s sus mn, 
to the architect and the builders for tl 
in designing and executing this beautiful 
carried by acclamation. ‘The Chairn 
the Report of the Council and Standi1 
vear 1934-1935, and called upon 
whose reports were appended to the ( 


ippreciation 
Ashby 


on 


craftsmanship 


Ihe Chairman having moved 
Hon. Secretary seconded the motior 

The motion having been put fror 
that the Report of the Council! and St 
official year 1934-1935 be approved an 

The Chairman stated 
and Standing Committee Meetings 
and would be printed in the 
sent out to members with the Voting Pape 


that the list 


next 1s 


On the motion of the Chairman a 
acclamation to Mr. E. J. W. Hider [| F. 
[A.] for their services as Hon. Auditor 

Mr. A. H. Goslett [F.] and Mr. ¢ 
nominated fo Hon. Audit 
offic Cc. 


The proceedings closed at 9.50 p.1 


election as 


Minutes XI 


\t a Special General Meeting hel 
at the Annual Gener 
stituted, the guests and visitors havin 

Mr. Maurice E. Webb, D.S.O 
in the Chair. 


conclusion of the 


Ihe Chairman explained that 
for the purpose of confirming t 
the requisite majority at the Sy 


Monday, 15 April 1935 
1. That 


following 


a new Bve -“laAW 
terms: 

In ord 

Kc ea 164 


dividend, 


“43a. 
Societies 
make 


between any 


in) 


] 
ol the membet 


2. That the necessary steps be 
Privy Council to such new Bye- 
On the motion of the Chi 
it was unanimously Resolved that t! 


11rii n, 


The proce edinges closed 


INSTITUTE 


OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


lay 1935 


A.B.S. Insurance Depariment 
HOUSE PURCHASE SCHEME 
(For property in Great Britain only 
IMPORTANT CHANGES 


The A.B.S. Insurance Department has for som 
a special feature of negotiating loans for house 
architects and their clients with a leading assura 
The scheme has now been revised, the amount of 
being increased to 80 per cent. and the charges of the 
surveyor and solicitor being paid by the assurance office 


Revised Terns 

80 per cent. of the v: 
property 
surveyor 
office. 

5 per cent. (gross), 

By means of endowment 
assurance’ which discharges 
the loan at the end of 15 or 20 
years or at the earlier death of 
the borrower. 

N.B.—The office does not usually undertake loans under the 
terms of this prospectus on: 


ars made 
hase for 

Office. 
the loan 

office’s 


Amount of loan we 


ue of the 
certified by the 
employed by the 


as 


Rate of interest 


Repayment an 


a) Property of which the value exceeds £2,500, 


b) Property of the bungalow type, or where the accom- 
modation is of such a nature to render the 
property not freely marketable, 


as 


Property not in the sole occupation of the borrower, 
but where such properties are acceptable special terms will be 
quoted on application. 


Special Concessions to Architects 

In the case of houses in course of erection, it has been 
arranged that provided the plan and specification have been 
approved by the surveyor acting for the office, ONE-HALF of the 
amount of the loan agreed upon will be advanced on a certifi- 
cate from the office’s surveyor that the walls of the house are 
erected and the roof on and covered in to his satisfaction. 

Please write for full particulars and a quotation from the 
Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance Department, 66 Portland Place, 
W.1. Telephone: Welbeck 5721. 


It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers ol articles and 

letters which appear in the R.I.B.A. JoURNAL must be taken as the 

ndividual opinions of their authors and not as _ representative 
xpressions of the Institute. 


Members sending remittances by postal order for subs¢ riptions or 

stitute publications are warned of the necessity of complying with 
Post Office Regulations with regard to this method of paymeit 
Postal orders should be made payable to the Secretary R.1.BAy 
1 crossed 


R.LB.A. JOURNAL 
8, 29 June; 13 July; 10 August; 


DatTES OF PUBLICATION. 
” September; 12 October. 
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